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The Month 


DROUGHT AND COOPERATION. 


THE hot winds which swept across more than 

half the fields of America last month, destroy- 
ing considerable portions of the wheat, corn and 
cotton crops, are apparently also serving to spread 
the idea of collectivism in agriculture. In this 
country there is, as yet, little collective farming, a 
trend which for the past decade has been develop- 
ing on a signficant scale in tiny Palestine. The 
American farmer never thought cooperatively, 
except on the marketing side. But the present 
drought is dramatically forcing him to realize that 
he must work the land—his implement of produc- 
tion—together with others. As the scorching sun 
dries up his well, depriving his family of drinking 
water, as lack of rain parches his livestock and 
devastates his crop, the American farmer begins 
to see the value of raising communal “water 
tables” so that roots can reach underground mois- 
ture during surface drought. With Federal aid, 
many thousands of farmers are today busily en- 
gaged on 350 water conservation projects involy- 


ing an outlay of $5,000,000, Even the Indians on 
reservations, exposed to daily death by drinking 
from stagnant waters, are forming cooperative as- 
sociations to borrow goverment funds for the dig- 
ging of community wells. The value of united 
effort is gradually being brought home to the man 
on the farm in another way, too. Whereas prac- 
tical-minded farmfolk once ridiculed the study of 
soil erosion conducted at CCC camps as “boon- 
doggling” timewasters, today they give it both 
close attention and wide approval. All in all, the 
5,000,000 farmers in the South and Midwest who 
were catastrophically hit by the recent hot wave 
recognize, if only dimly, that the land belongs not 
merely to him who works it, or holds title to it, 
but in a larger sense, to the whole population. Ten- 
ant farmers, particularly, understand this from 
the pressure of their own circumstances. Out in 
Iowa, especially, where 12% of the land is held 
by insurance companies and banks, tenants are be- 
ginning to rebel against absentee ownership and to 
call for legislation against such corporations and 
landlords. They are even coming to understand 
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their own power, for talk of the collective bar- 
gaining position of tenants fills the air. In the 
South, too, where 30% of farms in the Cotton 
Belt have become the property of insurance com- 
panies during the last few years, the terrible plight 
of the sharecropper is slowly goading him on to 
unite for his rights. These rumblings have been 
gathering storm for several years but it took the 
drought, with its ravages and resultant despair, to 
at last show which way the rural wind is blowing. 
So widespread grows the sentiment for common 
effort among farmers that even the Republicans 
have conceded to the spirit of the times by coming 
out for soil preservation. The present Adminis- 
tration—with its 125 to 160 million dollar appro- 
priation for immediate drought relief measures, 
its plans for resettlement of all-too-few farmers 
unable to make a go of it with dry land, recon- 
version of such farms to pasture, and tentative 
suggestions for crop insurance — comes a little 
nearer to the realities of the situation. But the 
American farmer needs a more far-reaching and 
fundamental program of changes than either of 
these parties can give him, It is up to him to de- 
mand a new start, not as a business man ruined by 
the weather, but as a worker of the soil, which 
constitutes not solely his private property, but the 
most important common natural resource of the 
United States. 


1916-1936: BLACK ANNIVERSARY 
WENTY years ago a fateful bomb exploded 


in San Francisco, killing six and wounding 
forty. On the perjured testimony of a man 
named Oxman, with the money of utility corpora- 
tions that preferred San Francsico’s car men un- 
organized, Tom Mooney and Warren K. Billings 
were framed into jail. 

From the first labor outcry against this infamy 
by newly emancipated Russian workers to the pro- 
test meetings of American labor in 1936, Mooney 
and Billings have given with dignity and relentless 
spirit twenty bitter years to the cause of trade 
unionism. During this period Sacco and Vanzetti 
were killed; martyrdom was the keynote of the 
organized proletariat in fascist countries; and the 
state whose Bastille held Mooney became a sym- 
bol‘ of oppression in the struggle by workers to 
organize. 


Twenty years of the miscarriage of justice may 
be endurable in a California brewing the witches’ 
cauldron of vigilantes and labor hatred. But to 
millions of American workers, fast maturing, the 
two innocent prisoners, whose guilt was their mil- 
itant labor activity, are an investment in their fu- 
ture struggle. They are the sacrifices which as 
in old legends must contribute blood to the mortar 
of rising walls. 
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For the moment, Mooney is in the county jail 
at San Francisco waiting resumption of his latest 
attempt to-prove his innocence. He has sent out 
an urgent appeal for funds needed to win his free- 
dom. His authorized defense committee is the 
Tom Mooney Molders’ Defense Committee, P. 
O. Box 1475, San Francisco, California. We hope 
that these two prisoners of the working class will 
celebrate the next anniversary of their martyrdom 
on the platforms of union halls. 


EDUCATION — HIGH AND FREE 
SOMETIME ago the City College Alumni 


undertook an investigation into the administra- 
tion of Frederick B. Robinson, President of the 
College, which is one of the three tuition-free col- 
leges owned by the City of New York. Two re- 
ports were submitted to the Alumni, a majority 
report against Robinson, and a minority report for 
him. Both reports reached the Board of Higher 
Education, the governing body of the three muni- 
cipal colleges. The City College Committee, act- 
ing for the full Board, held a number of hearings, 
and submitted to the Board a report signed by 
the majority of its members. When the matter 


was still under investigation, there were whisper- 


ing rumors threatening the withdrawal of the 
city’s financial support from the tax supported col- 
leges. Several weeks ago the Board of Higher 
Education disposed of the Robinson matter by 
the adoption of a report of the City College Com- 
mittee. The other day, the Citizens Budget Com- 
mittee, Inc. published in the metropolitan press a 
proposal that the students of New York’s City, 
Hunter and Brooklyn Colleges should be required 
to pay an annual tuition fee of $75.00 each. Is 
this strange proposal unrelated to the threat as 
stated above? Is it possible that it is an attempt 
to shut the schools of higher learning to students, 
who, though unable to pay for their tuition, give 
expression to their own social views — right or 
wrong — and resist goose-stepping? The fact 
that the proposed $75.00 fee-is small, when com- 
pared with the larger fees in other colleges, makes 
no difference. To the boys and girls whose par- 
ents can pay nothing for their education, $75.00 
is as prohibitive as a larger sum. The initial 
$75.00 fee may, in time, become hundreds of 
dollars. 


The charging of any fee would practically 
mean discontinuing free higher education. If it 
is proper to do that, it should be equally proper 
to discontinue free primary school and high school 
education. The time has passed when advanced 
education was a luxury. In the struggle for a 
job—almost any job—higher education is essen- 
tial. The great mass of our present day youth 
can acquire such education only if it is given free. 
The time will come when all education will be free 
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and open to everybody. All education should be 
paid for out of taxes. That is the cheapest way 
for a community to educate its children, and is 
an excellent investment. It would be a calamity 
if our free colleges should cease to be free. The 
tens of thousands of students at City, Hunter and 
Brooklyn Colleges come from poor working class 
and lower middle class families. They are, on 
the whole, a splendid body of boys and girls; in- 
dustrious, intelligent and alert. To them a col- 
lege course is not a necessary evil, to be reduced 
to a minimum, but a very vital matter. The three 
colleges enjoy a very high scholastic reputation. 
The city owned colleges in New York are a bless- 
ing and a credit to the community. They should 
stay free and set an example for other communi- 
ties to follow, both in their work and in their 
achievements. 


If we may discontinue higher education for the 
poor, in order to reduce costs, why may we not, 
on the same “principle”, also discontinue our sys- 
tem of police service, and require every citizen to 
pay for such service when calling a policeman to 
arrest a burglar or a murderer? And why can’t 
we, by the same token, say to the citizens: “only 
those of you who pay in every single case may 
have the service of the fire department to fight 
fires in your homes and save your lives?” 


We are grateful to Mayor LaGuardia for his 
assurance that there would be no tuition charges 
in the city colleges while he is in office. But even 
intelligent and liberal mayors come and go, and 
“the poor are always with us.” 


PHOTOGRAPHER AND KING 
STEFAN LUX, a press photographer, gentle, 


sane and intelligent, disturbed for a few mo- 
ments the routine of the League of Nations by 
shooting himself on its premises. He deplored 
the indifference of people to the persecution of 
Jews in Germany and to the sins of the Nazi 
regime. By his act he hoped to reform the im- 
agination of a world inured to many calamities. 
Modest, it would seem, Stefan Lux apologized 
for his abrupt and annoying procedure. He apol- 
ogized again in his letter to Mr. Eden for not 
being able to write to- him in the language of 
Shakespeare, Byron and Shelley. “I must use’, 
he said, “the language once spoken by Kant, 
Goethe, and Lessing but now dishonored by being 
spoken—badly, it is true—by Hitler, Goering and 
Streicher.” In a way this useless martyrdom was 
similar to the self-abasement by the former ruler 
of Ethiopia. Both photographer and king were 
hustled off the stage as fast as they mounted it, 
leaving the League of Nations free to proceed 
with more important business. 





WEEK OF LAUGHTER BY DECREE 


HEY have found it necessary to command “a 

week of laughter” in honor of Berlin’s Olym- 
pic games. By this decree of the Labor Front, 
“none should miss this chance to laugh.” Anti- 
Semitic posters have been removed. The Gestapo 
has ordered Jewish institutions not to have con- 
tact with foreign visitors who might wish to study 
the Jewish situation. Indeed, there have been 
detailed special guides to take visitors on a tour 
of Berlin’s ghetto—under suitable auspices. 


As evidence of political propaganda freely ad- 
ministered with the Olympics, the government 
opened an exhibition to show that all is well with 
the Reich. In the largest photograph ever made 
by man, Hitler is displayed surrounded by a mass 
of happy subjects; a series of maps record Ger- 
many’s territorial history; other halls display Nazi 
symbols and choice pieces from Mein Kampf. 
The Reich’s technical radio director estimates it 
will be possible to broadcast from Berlin simul- 
taneously one hundred times. German broadcast- 
ers will talk to more than 200 stations in North 
America, and to more than 32 other networks in 
as many countries, with a total program of 4500 
relay broadcasts to foreign countries. This Nazi 
babel will be understood best in the words of 
Walter Funk, of the Propaganda Ministry, who 
put the matter bluntly. There has never before 
been developed a propaganda campaign equal to 
that for the Olympic games, said he, and those 
hotelkeepers, porters, railwaymen, guides and 
other public servants who deal with tourists have 
a significant political mission. 

At his Berlin hotel the New York Times corres- 
pondent was buttonholed by an amazed elderly 
American: “This is the kindest country” said the 
old gentleman. “I never had so much attention. 
Why, coming in on the train the conductor visited 
me every few minutes. Was I comfortable? 
Would I like my widow open? Or up? That 
castle over there was the seat of the great family 
of Hohenstaufen and presently we would pass 
Luther's city and he would point out to me the 
Luther monument and the church tower. Is it 
always like this?” 

It was not always like this, but for the time 
being nothing more dramatic than laughter and 
railroad courtesies will be allowed to fill the cor- 
diality of the Olympic Games. How are carefree 
visitors to recognize the invisible ghetto? Unless 
they risk beyond the careful boundaries of Nazi 
hospitality, they will not learn that Jews are now 
being excluded from all. transactions connected 
with foodstuffs; that Jewish consumptives at Soden 
cannot have municipal facilities for treatment; 
that two categories, Jews and persons suffering 
from skin diseases, are no longer admitted to 
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city baths; that at Armstadt Jewish funerals are 
privileged only at night between 6 P.M. and 8 
A.M. How are the Olympic guests, assuming 
that they have time for such interests, to measure 
the moral and physical sufferings of a half million 
human beings? 

But as Olympic teams sail for the Berlin games 
amid rousing send-offs, a few incidents are con- 
soling. The first is that among those cheered are 
a number of first-rate athletes who will severely 
tax even commanded courtesy, simply because 
their skins are black. The fund to send the Amer- 
ican team to Germany was said to be $150,000 
short. Another answer to Hitler’s Olympics is 
the sports meet at Randall’s Island, New York, 
under the auspices of the A. F. of L. Labor Chest 
and the coming International People’s Olympiad 
in Barcelona, Spain, to which progressive and la- 
bor organizations will send sport teams as soon as 
its leftist government triumphs over reaction. Even 
if the French Chamber of Deputies voted 1,000,- 
ooo francs toward the Berlin Olympics and 
gave only 600,000 francs toward Barcelona’s, this 
was despite some thousands of articles, movies, 
broadcasts and invitations disseminated by Mr. 
Streibel, director of German Railroad Propa- 
ganda in Paris. Bravest of all acts, and as the 
Olympic preparation was pouring oil on the 
waters, was the signed communication sent to 
Hitler by the Evangelical Church of Germany. 
Besides protesting paganism, Nazi principles of 
blood, race and nation, and Hitler deification, 
this document recorded open opposition to Nazi 
anti-Semitism. It shows the world that not all 
Germans are ready to skip, jump and laugh by 
decree. 


SHAKESPEARE IN TEL AVIV 


ig needed a rare courage in these days of on- 

slaught upon the Jews in Palestine to stage 
the premiere of what has come to be regarded 
as the acme of anti-Semitic literature, The Mer- 
chant of Venice with the greedy, grasping character 
of its Shylock. But Habimah, the Hebrew The- 
ater Repertory Company, has no concern with 
racial politics; it lives for the art it creates, and 
Leopold Jessner, German-Jewish producer cast 
out of his birthplace, felt that Shylock had been 
misrepresented by generations of Christian play- 
ers. Shakespeare’s classic was shown to the 
hypercritical Hebrew first-nighters of Tel Aviv, 
playgoers with a sense of racial grievance and 
protést that this vehicle of objurgation had been 
chosen for their mental entertainment. 

They brought Habimah to public trial, to thrash 
out the issue openly. There was a panel of judges 
—the Tel Aviv magistrate, the writer and poet 
Saul Tschernichowsky, Fichman, Barash, Harari, 
Lachover, men of note in modern Hebrew letters. 
I, Klinov, of the Hebrew daily, Haaretz, was 
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prosecutor; there was counsel for the defense; 
experts were taken: Jacob Halkin, the translator, 
and Leopold Jessner, the impresario. Klinov read 
the indictment against three defendants—Shake- 
speare who conceived “Shylock” in an anti-Jewish 
spirit thus giving expression under the guise 
of Thespian art to the racial problem; Habimah 
for resurrecting the libel; and Jessner for giving 
an unworthy interpretation of the Jew in Shylock. 
Witnesses for the prosecution testified that Shy- 
lock did not properly represent Every Jew; he 
was a character anathematic to his own people. 
Counsel for the defense said this was a Court of 
Appeal: for Shakespeare, Shylock and the players 
go on trial every time there is a production of the 
drama. His principal witness, Dr. Lewin-Epstein, 
a lawyer, recalled the apologia on the subject of 
Shylock. Halkin came on the stand. The pros- 
ecutor asked him whether Shakespeare knew the 
Jews. Halkin thought the Elizabethan had met 
some Venetian Israelites. An argument occurred 
between judge and expert. If The Merchant of 
Venice is technically a comedy, had not Shake- 
speare infringed upon the rules of the theater by 
introducing a tragic figure? And was not the 
“Jew of Venice’ an antithesis to the “Jew of 
Malta?” And was not Shylock’s sentence about 
converting himself to Christianity a subtle sar- 
casm by Shakespeare at the expense of the 
gentiles ? 

Thus the trial went on, with Jessener tracing 
the motives and purposes of the Shakespearean 
classic; with the prosecuting attorney Klinov, an 
editor of the Hebrew daily Haaretz and the Pal- 
cor Agency (to whom we are indebted for this 
report) rejecting the need for metaphysics in the- 
atrical entertainment and insisting that if Habi- 
mah felt the urgent need to present Shylock, it 
should have rendered an interpretation in satire. 

Judgment was delivered. William Shakespeare 
was acquitted of an intention to deceive by pre- 
senting The Merchant of Venice as comedy; on 
the contrary, he turned a comedy into an historic 
document. Habimah showed courage in present- 
ing the play at a time of racial persecution and 
libel the world over. Jessner saw the play in the 
light of these times. He infused the requisite tragic 
touch into the comedy. ‘“The accused are free 
to go.” 

And so in proper style the accused left the hall 


in company with their accusers. 





COMING: 


REGENERATION IN GERMANY 
@ by Norman Bentwich 


ESSAY ON THOMAS MANN 
@ by Maurice Samuel 
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BRITAIN DEBATES PALESTINE 


HILE a commission to inquire into unrest 
~"" in Palestine is biding its time, it is worth- 
while examining British public opinion as ex- 
pressed in the press. We have the comment of 
some twenty leading journals before us. Roughly 
speaking, they fall into three categories: those 
who lean to immediate restrictions on Jewish en- 
terprise in Palestine as a sure-fire method of liqui- 
dating the crisis; those who suspend political 
judgment as they place general emphasis on the 
need for law and order; and still others (the most 
influential—from the conservative London Times 
to the liberal Manchester Guardian) who are de- 
finitely concerned about the unimpeded progress 
of Jewish immigration and settlement as well as 
Arab welfare. 

We offer some sample remarks of the “uncer- 
tain” category, among which The Economist (June 
13) speaks in the following querulous tone: 

“Is our objective a Jewish Palestine with an Arab minori- 

ty? Of is it a bi-national Palestine in which the two 

nationalities are stabilized at an even balance? It is high 
time for us to declare our policy.” 

Time And Tide (June 13) declares its policy 
with an air of impartiality. It would like to see 
all Arab forces rallied in a common British policy 
for the Near East, but Britain must be: 

“. . . firm against the Arab insurgents; . . . they might 

also usefully be ready to make concessions; and so might 

the Jews. It is a question of Palestine as a whole 
today. . .” 

The Newcastle Journal (June 23) throws the 
burden of the Arab protest against Jewish immi- 
gration where it thinks it belongs—on the League, 
not the Mandatory power. An article in The Em- 
pire Review (June) argues with an air of discovery, 
that what the Government and the Jews must do 
now is raise the standard of living of the Arabs, 
their education and outlook! 


ANOTHER group of British papers takes a 
more definite political stand. The Scotsman 
(June 20) anticipates that: 

“*, . . a settlement satisfactory to the Arabs must include 

stricter regulation of Jewish immigration, legislation for 

the control of land sales, and the institution of a Legis- 
lative Assembly, with overriding powers in the hands of 
the High Commissioner. . .” 

Great Britain and the East, the unofficial mouth- 
piece of the conservative group in the Colonial 
Office, (June 25) has a specific and definite solu- 
tion. It finds it indisputable that eighteen years of 
Arab protest has seemed to the Arabs merely to 
speed up Jewish immigration. Hence it suggests a 
promise ‘that the Jewish population will never be 
increased so as to exceed 50% of the whole.” A 
writer in The Fortnightly (July) takes a pessi- 


mistic view: The British Empire is in a dangerous 
position. The Palestine revolt is “in essence a 
popular movement . . . founded on fear for the 
very security which the Jews claim they have 
brought to the Arabs ...” Jewish figures to 
explain away that fear in economic terms are un- 
assailable but also irrelevant. The transfer of 
land increases, and Jews will be in a majority 
within twenty years. It would then be statesman- 
like to “admit that the Mandate was fashioned 
largely in ignorance of the facts in Palestine.” 
The Observer, while it thinks that Zionism in Pal- 
estine has done magnificent things and can do no 
more, nevertheless believes that the Mandate must 
be revised, immigration limited, and perhaps some 
geographical demarcations made. But most novel 
of all arguments for controlling immigration is 
found in The Evening Standard. ‘That plain- 
spoken, high-minded champion of justice says: 
“The Balfour Declaration, a thank-offering to a Jew who 
had aided Britain in the war, is now taking into Palestine 
German Jews who fought against us... (Then follows 
the real dilemma, as this discriminating publication sees 
it) . . . Deeper than nationalistic or political issues be- 
tween the two peoples in Palestine lie their religious dif- 
ferences, and attempts to reconcile the Jew and Moslem 
was the wildest folly... .” 


WE turn now to some of the English publica- 
tions whose viewpoint is sympathetic to the 
Jewish colonization. Says the London Times 


(June 18): 
“Arab landlords jealous for their influence, Arab profes- 
sional men who fear Jewish competition, Arab employers 
of labor who affect to see communism in Jewish trade 
unionism and are infuriated when Arab workmen attempt 
to imitate the Jewish example of organization, have their 
own reasons for exciting the fears and fanning the dis- 
contents of the masses into flame . . . The contention of 
Arab proagandists that the Arab majority in Palestine is 
being impoverished by the influx of Jews is disproved by 
the influx of Transjordanian and Syrian Moslems, who 
would hardly seek work in a declining country. Arab 
lawyers and doctors are always likely to be employed by 
Arabs. in preference to Jews. But there are grounds 
nevertheless for the belief that Zionist leaders, under 
great pressure no doubt from their oppressed fellow- 
Jews in Germany and Eastern Europe, have forced too 
hard the pace of the development of the National 
Home; nor is it at all clear on what principle the 
capacity of Palestine to absorb immigrants has been 
estimated by the local Administration. . . .” 
A chorus of papers make reply to the closing 

doubts of the London Times. The Glasgow Her- 


ald (June 20) says: 

“In spite of the larger number of Jews who have made 
their home in Palestine since the war, there is no indi- 
cation that the Arab communities are being displaced, or 
that land is being alienated to Jews to an extent which 
threatens their future. There is ample room for both; 
and that fact would be recognized if the fears born of 
propaganda were absent. . .” 
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Answers the Aberdeen Press and Journal: 
“Their (Arab) chief complaint is that land which they 
formerly had is now in Jewish ownership, partly through 
their own unwisdom and bargainings and partly through 
the greed of absentee landlords of their own nationality.” 
The Liverpool Daily Post (June 20) adds that: 
“They (the Arabs) probably know little about the re- 
sources of their own country, and perhaps if they did 
their attitude would be very different from what it is. . .” 
And dwelling on this point the liberal Man- 
chester Guardian (July 6) finishes this debate 
most emphatically: 
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“Jewish immigration has never, in fact, been allowed to 
keep pace with the ‘absorptive capacity’ of the country; 
it has been kept well below that level, although a far- 
seeing policy might have provided for a great extension 
of Jewish activity in areas which Arabs have never de- 
veloped nor shown signs of developing. . .” 


This elaborate discussion in the English press 
furnishes an instructive spectacle of the fluctua- 
tions in British opinion and is a straw in the wind 
as to the approach to Palestine which the ap- 
pointed commission may take in its investigation. 


ELECTIONS AND ANTI-SEMITISM 


HILE campaign politicians are again play- 

ing ball with anti-Semitism, it is as important 
for Jews to defend themselves from those who 
muddy the waters of decent judgment as from the 
real fascist menace. For the scene is full of short- 
lived folly but also of the most dangerous alli- 
ances among the politically lunatic fringes. Con- 
sider as an example of folly Hearst’s friend, Paul 
Block, who lately appealed to the public in a paid 
advertisement to the effect that Governor Lehman 
must be defeated because the Administration nom- 


inated him “to get the Jewish vote’—a “Jewish 


vote’’, incidentally, which did not seem to func- 
tion so “Jewishly” in New York State politics 
when Ottinger, Medalie and Moses, all Jewish 
Republican politicians, were defeated at one time 
or another. But in contrast with this minor 
interlude that ruffles Jewish debate, an anti- 
alien, anti-liberal leadership of our lower mid- 
dle-classes comes to swift political life at 
Cleveland. When one of its loudest croon- 
ers, the Bible-waving, rabble-rousing Gerald 
Smith objects to the New Deal, he refers 
to it as “a cake baked in Moscow—by Ezekiel, 
Cohen and the rest.” The calibre of the man can 
be judged by his proposal, inherited from Huey 
Long, to organize an army of 100,000 Black 
Shirts; and the calibre of the whole political alli- 
ance can be deduced from the spectacle of the 
Catholic Coughlin (who tells them the real ene- 
mies are the Jewish bankers and the radicals) be- 
ing attracted to a Ku Klux type of clergyman. 
However, what has concerned the Jewish press 
most of all was the case of John Hamilton, G.O.P. 
National Chairman, who has been called anti- 
Semitic.. A Democratic paper has pointed out 
that at the Republican convention no Jews were 
given prominence. This rather tenuous proof of 
discrimination is supported by a letter exposed in 
the Daily Worker. Coming from the superinten- 
dent of the state hospital of Kansas to the dean 
of a medical school, and negotiating for an em- 
ployee who is required to be a Gentile, the letter 
carries the name of Alf M. Landon as a member 
of the hospital’s board of administration. Such 
are the unrelated facts. However, the links are 


not there to prove that either Mr. Hamilton gave 
no prominence to Jews because he or Republicans 
do not like them, or that Mr. Landon ever saw 
the hospital letter in question. 

It is true that, as we go to press, Mr. Landon 
has not yet disavowed the anti-Semitic practise of 
his state hospital. It is also true, that having 
learned by bitter experience that social reaction 
uses anti-Semitism to catch votes and divide 
masses, we think of the wealthy Liberty League, 
the anti-Semitic Sentinels, the foul Black Legion, 
and the Hitlerized Hearst press as a group whose 
unity may as easily be achieved by race hatred as 
by any other single factor. 

But those who sincerely fear that anti- 
Semitism may be made a smoke-screen for a 
dirty campaign, should not consider their duty 
done when they hope that America will treat its 
Jews like any other category of citizens. For not- 
withstanding our hopes, we shall be treated as the 
laws of social conflict exact; we like other minori- 
ties, shall be treated as the football in the game 
of repression. This will take place as sections or 
combinations lead in attacking organized labor 
and radical movements; as employers, vigilantes 
and mobs—the American Legion, Chambers of 
Commerce, Klans, red-baiters, and local Nazis— 
frustrate economic reorganization and coalesce 
into political power. Red.scares, Black Legion 
terrorism, censored education, labor violence— 
these are the elements which generate anti-Sem- 
itism, the classic camouflage of reaction. 

For the fascists hate us less as Jews than they 
love us as mascots of their struggle for power. 
And if we Jews did not exist they would have to 
invent us—in the image of any other minority, 
Japanese, Negro, or Italian. Consequently we 
should be pleased less ‘‘to be left alone” than to 
play our part in the dangerous conflict both with 
courage and a true measure of underlying causes. 
For example, the Jewish workers of the needle 
trades unions, who donate money as well as mor- 
ale to help the steel workers organize themselves, 
contribute to an elimination of economic injustice 
which goes further in combatting anti-Semitism 
than all the alarums in high places. 
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SOCIALIST COLONIAL POLICY 


B* NEXT fall, the French mandatory will 

cease to function in the Near East. Though 
France retains military control, Syria and Leban- 
on will apply for membership in the League of 
Nations and will be recognized as autonomous 
powers. This abandoning of French civil rule 
in Syria raises an interesting question: How far 
is France in general and the Front Populaire in 
particular ready to go in its new colonial policy? 
Does the surrender of the Syrian mandate mark 
a mere episode of no general import or does it 
herald the beginning of a radical change in French 
colonial relationships? To put things bluntly, is 
France now ready or willing to cease to be an Em- 
pire? Is it inclined to liquidate its control over 
colonies immediately or gradually, and withdraw 
within the limits of its historical, ethnographic 
European boundaries? 


According to Augur in the New York Times, 
militant socialist France is on the eve of surrender- 
ing its colonies. But the official platform of the 
Front Populaire (supported by the three great 
political parties in present-day France—the Rad- 
icals, the Socialists, and the Communists )—sug- 
gests no such radical departure. It contains not 
a single word on either Syria or the huge French 
possessions in the Far East where millions of 
Chinese and other natives live under French rule. 
And its pledges concerning the North African col- 
onies are tame enough. The Front Populaire 
merely calls for a commission to study general 
conditions. A phrase of this type hardly requires 
any commentaries. Obviously, the three chief par- 
ties responsible for the present government do 
not even consider the question of liquidating 
French rule in North Africa on the order of 
business. 


Nonetheless it is true that if Socialists in 
France continue in power and their share in gov- 
ernment becomes greater and more decisive, im- 
portant changes in the status of colonial peoples 
will be introduced. The resolutions adopted at 
the last Congress of the French Socialist Party, 
held in Paris on May 30-June 2, presage some 
of those transformations. Though the Socialist 
Party does not advocate liquidation of the Em- 
pire, it favors a series of demands for vital econ- 
omic, political, administrative, and social changes 
which may become far-reaching in their effects. 
According to the Socialist program the colonies 
in Northern Africa will continue to be part of the 
Empire but will be given the status of departments 
(provinces, administrative units) of France. Into 
them will be introduced democratic municipalities 
and other forms of local self-administration now 
prevalent in France. Differences in wage scales 


between French and natives are to be abolished 
and necessary agrarian reforms calculated to 
emancipate the native peasants from feudal dom- 
ination established. Normal cheap and controlled 
credit will be created, thus liberating the popula- 
tion from the economic despotism of local usurers. 
Irrigation will be introduced in those areas which 
need to have their standards of agriculture raised. 
Moreover, a general educational system will be 
developed on the basis of the natives’ own speech 
and culture. While such reforms certainly spell 
a genuine liberation for the large exploited masses 
in Northern Africa, they neither grant indepen- 
dence from French control nor involve a dissolu- 
tion of the Empire. 


Are French Socialists betraying the cause of 
Socialism in pursuing this policy? From a doc- 
trinnaire standpoint, perhaps yes. From the stand- 
point of sincere determination to solve the fate 
of the native population in a Socialist manner, 
decidedly no. 

Modern colonial imperialism is a burdensome 
inheritance from the past—a resultant of complex 
relationships between various stages of capitalism 
and pre-feudal primitive economic conditions. 
Under the present circumstances, a universal pro- 
gram of immediate liberation of all colonial lands 
can only produce chaos which will make the na- 
tive population a prey to all sorts of exploitation. 
Of course it was criminal for capitalist countries 
to have seized foreign backward countries by mili- 
tary force. But now when these captured terri- 
tories come under Socialist control, the question 
arises whether the new governments have a right 
to dodge all responsibility for the future of the 
lands which were suppressed till now. Sup- 
pose that immediate liberation would only throw 
the “liberated” peoples into the clutches of other 
imperialisms which are awaiting an opportunity 
to pounce on the helpless territories. Suppose 
that immediate liberation creates within the col- 
onies a local ‘“‘class imperialism’ and despotism of 
native ruling class. Will Socialists then have dis- 
charged their duty to the laboring native masses, 
by abandoning them in the name of an empty for- 
mal “freedom” to the tender mercies of new ex- 
ploiters? French Socialists feel that they owe a 
debt of real protection to their colonials. Hence 
their decision to concretely aid and protect the 
interests of the colonial populations, rather than 
grant them a fake independence. 


This colonial policy adopted by the French 
Socialists may have its repercussion in England. 
Every honest Englishman has sufficient cause for 
bringing charges of exploitation and economic en- 
slavement against the British government. But 
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what effect ought the English Socialist’s opposi- 
tion to exploitation produce on his political atti- 
tude toward a country like India? Should he ad- 
vocate the recall of English soldiers and sailors, 
and proclaim India an absolute autonomous state, 
leaving it susceptible to the double dangers of pro- 
longed anarchy and probable occupation by the 
nascent Japanese imperialism capable of convert- 
ing that country within a few years into what 
a large part of China has already become? Or 
shall a Socialist England continue to stay in India, 
there to execute reforms such as French Socialists 
now propose for Algiers and Tunis: the estab- 
lishment of a system of irrigation and the intro- 
duction into the country of democratic self-gov- 
ernment, agrarian reform, progressive labor legis- 
lation, social liberation of the 60,000,000 untouch- 
ables, and a modus which will abolish paying 30% 
of the budget each year as interest on invested 
English capital? What sort of an answer should 
an honest Socialist give? If he chooses to be 
true to the letter of internationalism, he may select 
the first way (provided he is ready to sacrifice 
those English economic interests which are to a 
large extent tied up with India). If he wants to 


follow the spirit, rather than the letter, of his- 


convictions, it is more likely that he may pursue 
the methods advocated by the French Socialists. 


(THE liquidation of imperialist exploitation must 

not and cannot follow the self-same pattern in 
different places. Not everywhere can imperialist 
liquidation occur immediately and catastrophically. 
One has to assure that the liquidation of one im- 
perialism should not convert the colonial country 
into a victim of another imperialism; that it does 
not impose on the masses a backward ruling caste 
with despotic tendencies which may become more 
oppressive and more brutal than even foreign im- 
perialistic rulers; that it will not be the cause of 
surrendering minor national groups to the crush- 
ing domination of a majority nationality; that it 
will not interfere with compliance to important 
international obligations; and that it does not cre- 
ate for the colonial masses a status of mock na- 
tional freedom emptied of all realistic content 
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because it is not founded on a sound economic 
basis. 

The colonial program of the French Socialists 
is an interesting and worthy attempt to realistic- 
ally and honestly approach a complicated problem 
of our age. On the one hand, it breaks the bad 
tradition of many Socialist parties which ignore 
what is taking place in colonies from fear of touch- 
ing an open wound. But at the same time is also 
rejects that naive and superficial dogmatism to- 
ward colonial problems which till now character- 
ized certain sectarian-minded Socialists. It seeks 
therapeutic means which may cure the colonial 
peoples of their own ancient diseases and of those 
illnesses with which capitalistic imperialism has 
infected them, 

English Socialism has much to learn from re- 
juvenated French Socialism which lately exhibited 
many symptoms of intellectual and political cour- 
age. In the light of those principles whereon the 
colonial program of French Socialists is now 
based, British Socialism, to-morrow’s ruling 
power, can and should evolve its colonial policy 
for England. In such a realistic program, when 
elaborated, one may find a positive answer par- 
ticularly to the problems in India and to England’s 
international obligations for the Jewish people in 
Eretz Israel. The problems which must be solved 
in India and Palestine differ in content and scope. 
History, however, destined that the development 
of those two countries should fall into line with 
the most important needs of the English state. 
The political condition in India indirectly produces 
an effect on the situation in Palestine which has 
become for the British Empire an important stra- 
tegic point. Equally indirectly, political condi- 
tions in Palestine may affect the future develop- 
ment in India. History does not permit that 
Zionism should become a local and isolated na- 
tional affair. On the road of its growth and de- 
velopment, Zionism comes into contact with the 
most important international problems of today. 
Our movement is therefore’ vitally interested that 
the Socialist and progressive forces in England 
should solve their colonial policies in a spirit of 
realistic constructive internationalism. 


BENJAMIN AND HIS BRETHREN: A Study in Psychosis 


HE fourth of July edition of The Nation 

again demonstrates that the Jewish question 
is a boon for contemporary American journalism. 
If written in a provocative style, almost any ar- 
ticle on Jews can stimulate new highs in circula- 
tion and afford favored intellectuals good outlet 
for certain forms of exhibitionism. Mr. Benja- 
min Stolberg’s clinical piece, The Jew and the 
World (Nation, June 17) wherein he brightly 
contended that the Jew exists “only as a state of 


mind” to be easily exorcised by the mumbling of 
a Marxian formula, performed that double ser- 
vice. His article elicited no less than eleven re- 
plies from Jew and non-Jew alike. 

Of the letters addressed to the Nation editors, 
only four (a well thought out answer by Professor 
Reinhold Niebuhr, a penetrating note by Mr. Lud- 
wig Lewisohn, and vigorous protests by Mr. Mar- 
vin B. Gelber, of Toronto, and Mr. H. G, Perel- 


muter, of Montreal) take exception to the 
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“parade of epigrams” which Mr. Stolberg divert- 
ingly trotted out as his stunt solution to the Jew- 
ish problem. All the other hand-picked Nation- 
solicited correspondents agree with the Nation 
writer's main contention that Jews don’t really 
exist save as a “state of mind”. 


The long roll of Stolberg supporters presents an 
illuminating, and pathetic, spectacle. They begin 
with Mr. Clifton Fadiman, the well known literary 
critic, That gentleman (who apparently never 
gave much thought to the Jewish problem) un- 
hesitatingly endorses the contribution of his con- 
frere in the quotable lingo of a seasoned book re- 
viewer, by pronouncing it solid and most brilliant. 
More academic Mr. Louis Hacker, Columbia his- 
torian and economist, joins the chorus by praising 
the Stolberg opus as “the wisest discussion of the 
Jewish question”. (Which makes us wonder what 
other dissertations on the subject the learned his- 
torian could possibly have read). In addition Dr. 
Hacker grotesquely reports his discovery—based 
on “long personal experience” —that “segregation 
is acceptable to (Jews) as long as the property re- 
lationship remains untouched”. (We are curious 
about the case details of his evidence). The 
noted anthropologist Professor Franz Boas, 
though rejecting the psychoanalytic verbiage which 
Mr. Stolberg passes off for searching analysis of 
the Jewish people, only too readily swallows Stol- 
berg’s assimilationist ideology. Professor Boas 
pleads that inasmuch as the emancipated Jew com- 
pletely resembles ‘“‘the rest of the people” among 
whom he lives, it is manifestly unfair of the world 
to include him within the ‘“‘proscribed class”. For 
the nonce concerned primarily with potecting his 
own skin, rather than with the rights of the mul- 
titude, the anthropologist exclaims: “It is the in- 
dividual who counts, not the class to which he is 
assigned.” 

The non-Jew Mr. Theodore Dreiser, whose an- 
ti-Semitic proclivities aroused considerable scan- 
dal last year, reacts in a manner deliciously his 
own. That eminent author who has “many Jew- 
ish friends” (Mr. Stolberg among them) takes 
advantage of the opportunity to publicly re-an- 
nounce that “today I look for what I dislike in 
Jews”. Though finding his colleague’s article ‘‘as- 
tute and penetrating’, Mr. Dreiser differs in one 
major respect from his Jewish friend: he does not 
believe that the Jewish question can be solved at 
all. In his opinion the Jew ‘‘will be humiliated as 
long as he is proud’, Communism cannot really 
help the Jew; for persecution of Jews is “‘inevi- 
table . . . Oi! Oi!” Magnanimously Mr. Drei- 
ser concludes that in the issue between the Jew- 
baiter and the Jew “there is nothing anyone can 
do . .. Pardon is the word for all.” 


Perhaps the most instructive of all Mr. Stol- 
berg’s brethren-in-arms is the inspired Lorine 
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Pruette. She goes the master one better in the 
art of psychoanalytic daring, by dubbing the whole 
business of anti-Semitism a Jewish delusion. True 
that in former ages Jews have been annoyed by 
Jew-baiting but that nuisance, ‘‘exacerbated by the 
economic situation’, is happily now gone. Unim- 
pressed by events in Germany and Poland, this 
diagnostician placidly charges Jews with suffering 
from an acute persecution mania. Expounds the 
author of “Women and Leisure”: “The Jew with 
his memories of pogroms and persecutions, is like 
a woman who was raped in her youth and who, 
continuing to expect a similar traumatic experi- 
ence, is not able to accept the good marriage which 
life is now offering her.” The good lady accord- 
ingly recommends that Jews take up a prolonged 
course in “mental hygiene which will help them to 
ignore the memory of ancient grievances and 
check the tradition of anticipating future outrage.” 


HE case of Mr. Benjamin Stolberg exhibits 

symptoms analagous to those of his brethren. 
In his opinion “‘to be Jewish is . . . a social ab- 
surdity” and the Jewish relationship to the rest of 
the world is a downright psychosis. According to 
the Stolberg parable, the Jew may be likened to 
a sort of asylum Napoleon. Some mad persons 
(such as “the assimilationists”) propose to heal 
the poor Jew by seeking ‘“‘to marry him off to a 
lady who fancies herself to be Josephine’ and 
others equally insane (the Zionists) undertake “to 
ship him off to St. Helena”. But the real nostrum 
lies in persuading both the entire world and the 
poor victim to stop thinking about Napoleon. 
(“For why in the world should any (one) think 
he is a Jew?’’) And since this remedy can become 
possible only after “the great problem of social 
and industrial democracy” is solved, all Jews 
should turn Marxist and patiently await Messianic 
days. Thus through ultimate Jewish self-annihi- 
lation will the Jewish problem once and for all be 
eternally solved. 

Mr. Stolberg’s cure—like that practiced by the 
Nazis—is both revolutionary and complete. True 
enough, once the patient dies, the disease will no 
longer trouble. But why in the world does Mr. 
Stolberg pepper his ragout with the Napoleon- 
Josephine complex? Even to the most superficial, 
it must be obvious that such imagery is inept in 
one of his brilliance and consequently must be 
caused by a profound subconscious motivation. In 
the frequent moments when Mr. Stolberg’s mind 
is not at a stand-still, he must realize that, specific 
solutions to the Jewish question aside, the Jew can 
hardly in all fairness be classified as a Napoleon 
type. To say the least, it is unsportsmanlike (and 
Mr. Stolberg is pre-eminently a good sport) to 
accuse the pogromed Jew of a megalomaniac itch 
for delusions of world conquest and world-empire. 
All that the Jew actually wants is a modest oppor- 
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tunity to live in his own homeland free from the 
menace of persecution and extinction. As to mar- 
riage, most Jews do not wish for any new brides; 
and besides, according to all accounts, the would- 
be-Josephines display no eagerness to marry into 
Jewry. And surely Mr. Stolberg knows only too 
well that were a Zionist the physician prescribing 
to the hypothetical invalid, he would certainly not 
condemn the Jewish Napoleon to St. Helena (ex- 
ile) but rather seek to restore the invalid to his 
French national homeland. Then how come? 
Amateur psychoanalysis evidently being the par- 
lor game of the moment, we, too, boldly rise to 
the occasion. 

Fortunately, Mr. Stolberg’s complex is not hid- 
den too deeply beneath the surface. To a Zionist, 
his case and that of his brethren is comparatively 
simple. Certain definite forms of megalomania 
and inverted chauvinism (“Napoleon”) invari- 
ably characterize the professional assimilationist. 
Jewish assimilationists have persistently claimed 
to be super-Frenchman or super-Germans, and, 
when baptized, they became super-anti-Semites. 
Upon joining socialist ranks, they usually turned 


super-cosmopolitans, Zionism, by stressing the 


present inferior status of the Jew and by demand- 
ing that the Jewish people be placed on a plane 
of political and cultural equality with other na- 
tionalities, consistently battles against Jewish and 
non-Jewish megalomaniac and chauvinistic ideolo- 
gies. But assimilationists—including the socialist 
Stolberg brand—have never altogether escaped 
these mental states. Conceiving themselves supe- 
rior fellows above the rest of the unassimilable 
ruck, they frequently tried to solve their personal 
Jewish problem by intermarrying with “Joseph- 
ines’’—thus hoping to become more completely an 
undistinguishable part of the dominating group in 
the country. However, even the super-assimila- 


The Jewish World 


WHEN a fairy-tale like the “Protocols of the 

Elders of Zion” can gain credence in Europe 
and serve as main argument for the vilest persecu- 
tion of a civilized community, we confront one 
of the most amazing facts in the history of human 
stupidity. This fact is less astonishing, however, 


when one reflects that the group against whom 
the idiotic lying tale is directed is the only group 
in the world which has no visible or recognizable 
leadership or spokesmen. It is hard for common 
sense to conceive how a community, whether it be 
a folk or one bound by ideological ties, could 
maintain itself so long without a unified leadership 
and representation. Thus it happens that belief 
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tionists, sooner or later unable to consummate 
thorough identity with their non-Jewish neighbors, 
cannot entirely cast off their Jewishness. Being 
personally maladjusted, they perversely attribute 
their own defects to those of their people who 
choose to live openly as Jews, by branding them 
segregationists. Themselves “segregated” and 
suffering from subtle social discriminations, these 
“marginal failures” indulge in the defense mech- 
anism of wishing on Jewish “nationalists” the 
compensatory sick feeling of crazy superiority 
which they in person experience. They have spi- 
ritual segregation (‘‘St. Helena’’) on the brain. Ir- 
rationally they cannot concede to the Jew the same 
privilege which they never dispute with other peo- 
ples. To them any Jew who wants to live in his 
own homeland (like the Frenchman in France) 
commits a foul act of “chauvinism” or betrays an 
ignominious passion for “segregation”. Curiously 
enough, contrary to prevalent notions, it is thus 
the assimilationist, and not the Zionist, who is af- 
flicted with ghetto psychology. (For Zionists do 
not think in terms of physical or spiritual segre- 
gation. To them a national homeland is not iso- 
lation but rather an opportunity for the Jew to 
freely develop his own culture in his own territory 
where as an entity he can participate in and con- 
tribute to world civilization. In this sense the 
Zionist proves a more genuine citizen of the world 
than the introverted assimilationist). 

Having thus traced back the psychic troubles of 
Benjamin and his brethren through the tangle- 
wood of the subconscious to their origins, we do 
not at all despair of affecting a cure. In all sin- 
cerity we hope that since our patients (thanks to 
our first aid) enjoy the opportunity to face reality, 
they will rid themselves of their psychosis — a 
hangover from the non-socialist nineteenth century 
before the assimilationist hope went bankrupt. 


Congress. 


® by Lion Feuchtwanger 


arises in an organization behind the scene, sup- 
posed to rule the group. 


We know the reasons for the failure hitherto 
to create a unified representative body during the 
diaspora. The excessive individualism of the 
Jews, their aversion to dogma, and their over- 
subtle spirituality prevented them from effectively 
organizing themselves. If one speaks about the 
necessity for such an organization, many point 
that until now things have gone along without 
such leadership and that the strength of Judaism 
arose precisely from this flexibility. They add 
further that in times of emergency the bonds be- 
tween Jews are quite strong enough, a fact which 
their enemies fear and emphasize. 
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These arguments are not tenable. Granted that 
the strength of the Jewish idea is proven by the 
fact that Jews have stood together hitherto with- 
out being organized. But how many have fallen 
away because of the lack of such an organization! 
What vast mental and physical harm has Judaism 
suffered through this lack! Events such as those 
which we experienced with incredulous horror in 
Germany, the furious assault of a mob of millions 
upon the tiny highly-cultured Jewish minority, 
would have been impossible had there been a Jew- 
ish organization capable of action. 

In an epoch of organized technology which 


The Pogrom 


bere was a wave of Jewish pogroms in Russia in the 
eighties of the last century. They began in the southern 
provinces where society's outcasts—casual laborers, tramps 
and viff-raff of every kind were present in particularly large 
numbers and played readily into the hands of the anti- 
Semitic police and higher Government officials. Quickly 
the infection spread to other parts of the country. It broke 
out in Nijni-Novgorod on June 7, 1884, when six Jews 
were killed and four died later of inflicted wounds. Maxim 
Gorki was an eyewitness of the pogrom. He was a youth 
of eighteen then and was working for a building contractor. 
Subsequently he described his experience in a story called 
“The Pogrom.” The story has not been included in his 
collected works and the following excerpts are taken from 
its original and still unpublished version. 


[ happened in Nijni-Novgorod, in the suburb 

Kunavino which faces the town across the river 
Oka. It was a sultry June day. I was working 
all the morning on the river bank, tarring a punt. 
Noon was drawing near. Suddenly behind me, in 
the direction of the suburb, there rose a dull, angry 
roar, as if hungry bulls were bellowing out their 
annoyance. Being hungry myself and anxious to 
finish my work I paid at first but scant attention 
to this distant noise. As seconds went by it swelled 
more and more like the smoke of a starting fire. 


I turned my head towards the suburb. A thick 
cloud of dust was rising above it in the hot air, 
and with it, from the ground, sounds of howling 
and crashing were floating upward. The dust grew 
thicker and thicker, the roar louder and more di- 
versified. It was clear that something unusual was 
going on in the suburb. 


I stopped working, climbed the steep sandy 
shore and looked. There in front of me I saw 
men and women rush out of their house gates and 
run down the street towards the central part of 
the suburb. Dogs and children raced after them, 
frightened pigeons circled over their heads, hens 
scampered under their feet. Carried away by the 
general commotion I, too, began to run. 
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embraces even the smallest communities, no group 
of no matter what nature can survive if it refuses 
to create spokesmen, a permanent address, a con- 
crete appearance. To waive an authoritative or- 
ganization proves an astounding shortcoming in 
precisely that trait which the enemies of Jews 
commonly designate as a main one, namely the 
sense for reality, sound materialism. If the 
groups of Jews do not wish to be inevitably pul- 
verized, they must create an all-inclusive represen- 
tative body recognized as legitimate by the world. 

The most effective means toward this end is 


the Jewish World Congress. 


@ by Maxim Gorki 


Coming towards the running men a quick driver 
was racing over an unpaved road. He lashed his 
horse mercilessly with his reins and kept yelling 
for all he was worth: 

“Boys! Longshoremen! They’re attacking us.” 

I turned into a narrow alley and stopped. The 
alley was packed with the mass of human bodies 
so closely that it looked like a sack-full of grain. 
Ahead of me, still somewhere in the distance, I 
heard roars and screams of people, tinkling glass, 
heavy, banging thuds, crackling and crashing. The 
sounds lapped over one another like autumn clouds 
and then floated in the air in a heavy single mass. 

“They’re beating the Jews,” a little old man, 
comely and clean looking, said in a voice ringing 
with satisfaction. Rubbing hard his dry little 
hands, he added, ‘“‘Serves them right.”’ 

I pushed my way nearer to the noise drawn by 
its rousing and compelling power. And not only 
I, but everybody was drawn by this fearsome 
noise. It sucked one in like a quagmire. The 
faces of people that flitted before me were all 
agitated, all had eyes that sparkled with greed, 
and the whole crowd kept moving forward in a 
solid, heavy mass, ready to break down walls and 
fences. 

I made a dash for the yard of one of the houses 
in the alley, jumped over the fence into another 
yard, then into the next one and the next—and 
again I was in a crowd. The people filled the yard 
of a large stone house surrounded on all sides by 
added wings, and it seemed as if they were sim- 
mering in this tight yard, while the ground shook 
under their feet. As if possessed with a devil 
they yelled something, lifting their heads upward; 
their faces were red; teeth glittered in their open 
mouths; they waved thir hands, pushed one an- 
other, clambered up on the roofs of the house 
wings, slipped, fell, and clambered up again. 


High above this thick mass of people, beside 
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the chimney on the roof of the house, there stood 
a tall, thin Jew. With his fingers he tore bricks 
from the chimney and flinging them down shouted 
in a voice as shrill as the cry of a river gull. His 
long gray beard quivered on his chest, and his 
white pants were spotted with red. 

From below furious shouts shot up towards 
him: 

“Shoot him down!” 

“Get a gun!” 

“Stone him!” 

“Get on the roof!” 

Carefully winding a long rope with a hook at 
the end, a red-haired, slightly graying longshore- 
man threw it with the skill of a sailor at the Jew 
on the roof trying to catch him with the hook. 
Missing repeatedly he let fly a string of oaths, 
while voices from the crowd shouted: 

“Let me have a shot at him, uncle.” 

“T'll get him.” 

“Christ! Missed again.” 

In the windows of the house dark figures of 
men appeared for a moment to smash down the 
window frames or to throw things down into the 
yard. Shattered glass tingled and rattled. A 
broad-shouldered, curly-headed young man carried 
a large mirror to the window, pushed it through, 
and shouted: 

“Hey, look out!” 

Reflecting the sun’s rays the mirror crashed 
through the air. The young man leaned out of the 
window. His face looked only careworn and 
serious, not bitter. 

In another window there appeared a black- 
bearded man holding a pillow. He pulled at it 
violently, and a thick cloud of white feathers 
spread out in the air. 

“It’s snowing, folks. Mind you don’t freeze 
your noses,” a man shouted as he watched the 
white flakes come down on the heads of the crowd. 

Down in the yard there were other shouts: 

“Come over here. I’ve found some Jewish brats 
in a barrel.” 

_ “Give it to them!” 

“Knock their heads against the wall!’ 

“Come down, you old Jew. We've found your 
grandchildren.” 

“Come off the roof, or we'll kill your spawn.” 


A child’s shrill cry pierced the air. In the dull 
roar of the crowd it flashed like lightning in the 
sky. The roar, after the cry, waned somewhat. 

“Don’t touch them!’ somebody shrieked. 

“Leave the children alone!” 

“Go after the big ones!” 


_ Again there was a child’s cry. Thin and sharp 
it cut through the heart and deafened more than 
the rest of the sounds. 

“Oh, damn your soul,” somebody yelled madly 
above the din. 
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“Did he hit you on the head?” 

“No, on the foot.” 

“The old devil can hit.” 

“Let’s get on the roof, Antip. We'll knock the 
Jew down.” . 

Elbowing their way through the crowd two 
huge longshoremen walked up to one of the wings 
and began climbing on the roof. 

“He'll be down in no time,” they assured those 
below them. 


AN inhuman cry rent the air from the roof. 

Everybody looked up. The iron roof boom- 
ed and rattled. Suddenly something big appeared 
at its edge. For a few moments it hung tremu- 
lously in the air. Then it squealed, howled, broke 
away, and fell. 

I dashed out of the yard. A triumphant, sav- 
age roar raced after me. 

“They've hooked him!” 

““Ha—ha—ha!” 

“Got him at last!” 

In the street men smashed chairs, tables; broke 
up chests; laughingly tore up clothes. Feathers 
floated in the air. Out of the windows of two 
buildings pillows, hampers, furniture, and all kinds 
of rags came down in a shower, and the crowd 
seized with the frenzy of destruction, snatched at 
these things and rent them, broke them, dashed 
them to pieces. Two dishevelled women with 
red, perspiring faces clutched at a box pulling it 
in opposite directions. They bawled at one an- 
other; feathers and down whirled over their 
heads; their mouths were wide open; but their 
voices were drowned in the crackling of wood, 
the yell and howl of the crowd, and the screams 
laden with terror, which drifted down from the 
house windows. 

“Cossacks!” P 

“Run Agg 

““Here’s the Cossacks !”’ 

Heads of horses and Blue Cossack caps loomed 
into the mouth of the alley. Whips flashed in the 
air. Somebody’s loud and sing-song voice gave 
a command: 

“At a trot—go!” 

The crowd, lashed by the Cossacks and pushed 
by their horses, ran like a flock of sheep—stupidly, 
blindly. There were yards to hide in, fences to 
jump over, but all fled up the alley offering their 
heads, backs, and shoulders to cracking whips. 
The huge, curly-headed longshoreman suddenly 
made about face, struck the head of a horse with 
a smashing blow, and then—vanished in the thick 
mass of Cossacks. For a long time over the spot 
where he disappeared whips flashed cutting 
through the air. The Cossacks rode on, stirrup 
to stirrup, like a solid wall, while in front of them, 
running helter-skelter, pushing one another, fled 
the people. 
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A half-naked woman covered with blood thrust 
herself under the horses’ feet. Appearing sud- 
denly, from nowhere, she seemed to have sprung 
from the ground. She clasped the leg of a Cos- 
sack in front and clung to it screaming. 

“Run Ue 

“Stop hy 

‘Stone the Cossacks!” 

The crowd yelled, but continued on its irre- 
pressible flight like a stream flowing down a 
mountain-side. The dull stamping of feet filled 
the air, seconded by the clanking of horse-shoes 
on the cobbles. The horses could hardly advance 
for broken furniture and torn clothing which cov- 
ered the road. Presently they reared. The crowd 
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also stopped, turning around to face the Cossacks. 

“Dis—mount !” 

The crowd growled, waiting. Meantime at its 
rear, at the end of the street, police and other 
dismounted Cossacks came into view. In a flash 
the crowd dashed for the fences and into the 
yards. They were pursued by the Cossacks. 

Only a few minutes before these people were 
beasts who without mercy or sense attacked people 
as unfortunate as themselves. Now these beasts 
were mere cowards who in their turn were at- 
tacked without mercy or sense. 

(For reference to this first published version of “The Pogrom’ the 


Editors are indebted to Mr. Avrahm Yarmolinsky and for she 
translation to Mr. Alexander Bakshy.) 


Open Letter to te Third International 


BELIEVE that this is the first time that a 

man of my political persuasion is addressing 
you directly in an open letter. I know that I have 
no grounds for optimism in regard to the probable 
effect of my communication on your views and 
position. Nevertheless I cannot free myself from 
the faith which has been mine all my life, that 
no outcry in the universe is wholly lost, that 
though apparently unheeded it registers some- 
where, somehow. And I write to you now in this 
belief that no protest against injustice is ever 
senseless. 

I shall deal with the grave accusation that thou- 
sands, perhaps millions, of Jews have made 
against you because of your attitude towards the 
drama one act of which is now unfolding in Pal- 
estine. I have received no mandate from these 
masses but I am certain that I express a wide- 
spread sense of pain and astonishment. 

What is the accusation? 

No one can accuse you of enmity or indiffer- 
ence towards the national liberation movements 
of our time. You have never suffered from the 
superstition of “cosmopolitanism”, and you have 
more than once stated your conviction that the 
satisfaction of legitimate national aspirations is 
the prerequisite of a true internationalism. You 
oppose the crushing of any national group by a 
stronger one, even though the group in question 
be without a “history” in the accepted sense, or 
even the rudiments of a national culture. Tchuk- 
ches and Mordvines, peoples whose names are 
unknown in the Western hemisphere save to 
students, have been accorded the status of recog- 
nized nations by Soviet Russia. I do not believe 
that Stalin’s formula—‘socialist in content and 
national in form” bears logical dissection because 
form and content are as indissoluble in national 
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culture as they are in painting or music. How- 
ever, an unsuccessful formula may sometimes en- 
able a successful pursuit of a wise policy. 
Speaking more specifically of the Jewish ques- 
tion, no one can accuse you of anti-Semitism. It 
would be better perhaps if you did not occasion- 
ally betray the bad taste of boasting that under 
the Soviet regime no pogroms occur and that anti- 
Semitism is energetically fought. The fact that 
an anti-Semitic government cannot be classed 
among civilized nations does not mean that a 
‘‘philo-Semitic” one should claim an order of spe- 
cial merit. Nevertheless, leaving aside fine points 
of taste, no one can charge you either with that 
peculiar form of ultra-friendliness which holds 
that the Jews are fine fellows and should there- 
fore lose their identity in a general amalgam. The 
Soviet regime has limitations which I do not pro- 
pose to discuss now, but within the confines of the 
measure of liberty possible in Russia, Jews have 
received the maximum opportunities for national 
existence and national development. You have 
gone even further. You are giving a symbolic 
demonstration of the fact that the Jews are a 
nation and have a right to national existence by 
your attempted creation of a Jewish republic 
in Biro-Bidjan. By this alone you have subscribed 
to our old Zionist contention that the national 
problems of Jews cannot be solved without a Jew- 
ish territory. Obviously you recognize the right 
of the Jewish people to a territorial center. But 
you have announced more than once (through 
President Kalinin and the declarations of the 
Komzet) that the colonization of Biro-Bidjan 
must not be considered as a ‘“‘new Zionism” and 
that the autonomous region in Biro-Bidjan must 
not be viewed as a ‘“‘new Zion” for world-Jewry. 
Through these warnings you have. left unsolved 
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the question of a more extensive territorial center, 
suitable for the six-sevenths of the Jewish people 
who live outside the Soviet Union. Russia does 
not propose to fling open her doors to mass-im- 
migration. As far as Biro-Bidjan is concerned, 
the Russian official press has made it clear that 
only small numbers of foreign Jews would be per- 
mitted to enter, chiefly in cases of a shortage of 
given categories of qualified workers among Soviet 
Jews. By this I wish to state that neither you nor 
the Soviet Government (I hope you will not take 
amiss my identification of you with the Soviet 
Government without further diplomatic hocus- 
pocus) have set up Biro-Bidjan as a rival to Pal- 
estine. You have not declared that a Jewish 
territorial center should be created not in Pale- 
stine, but in Biro-Bidjan; you have not said that 
the millions of Jews from various countries who 
need a national territory should go to Biro-Bidjan 
instead of Palestine. Up to date you have offered 
to develop Jewish colonization in Biro-Bidjan till 
it can be proclaimed a Jewish republic. I do not 
recall off-hand how large the population of a re- 
gion must be before, according to Russian consti- 
tution, it can receive the status of a republic. I 
do remember, however, that the Soviet Union 
contains many republics whose population is neg- 
ligible: the Abkhazian republic, proclaimed in 
1921, had at the time, no more than 200,000 in- 
habitants; the Adzharian republic, established in 
the same year, had no more than 131,000; the 
Nakhichevan Republic established in 1923, had a 
population of only 104,000. I am pointing out that 
you can fulfill your promise to create a Jewish 
republic merely by bringing a trifling number of 
the sixteen million Jews in the world, into Biro- 
Bidjan. This of course would still leave the Jew- 
ish territorial problem unsolved. Millions of 
Jews have directly or indirectly shown their Zion- 
ist will by their participation in various Palestinian 
activties. However, instead of welcoming the re- 
vival of creative energy in an ancient, martyred 
people, you are doing all in your power, morally 
and politically, to discredit and injure this extra- 
ordinary national emancipation movement. Far 
though you be from anti-Semitism, you actually 
serve an anti-Semitic purpose by hindering the re- 
construction of our people. 


I know how you answer accusations of this kind: 
The national emancipation of one people must 
not be achieved at the expense of another people. 
Zionism, you claim, builds Jewish weal on 
Arab woe. Were that really so, were Zionism 
to be achieved through the destruction and exploit- 
ation of the Arabs, not only every communist and 
socialist, but every decent man would be obliged 
to fight it as an unforgivable form of national 
egoism. But the time has come for you to revise 
your conception of Zionism as well as to analyze 
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critically some of the deductions you have drawn 
from principles correct in themselves. 

One people may exploit another economically, 
culturally and politically. The most vicious form 
of exploitation is the economic because both the 
cultural and political status of a people depend 
in a large measure on its economic condition. The 
first question in our controversy therefore, is 
whether the Arabs of Palestine are being .ex- 
ploited economically by the Jewish settlers and 
the Zionist movement. 


I have good reason to be weary of this particu- 
lar theme. One grows tired of endlessly answer- 
ing a libel which some spread through malice and 
others believe through ignorance and intellectual 
apathy. Possibly you will never free yourselves 
of your misconception of the economic role of the 
Jew in Palestine until you send a delegation (con- 
sisting not of party politicians but of experts in 
economics, your experienced “sovnarkhos” men) 
to study the situation on the spot. I propose this 
plan in all seriousness, and I should like to take 
the liberty of making two concrete suggestions; 
first, acquaint yourselves with the data of the 
Mandates Commission of the League of Nations 
in regard to the mythological “displaced Arabs” 
(if you consider the available information at 
Geneva insufficient, Russia’s representative at the 
League of Nations will easily be able to secure a 
new investigation); secondly; send a delegation 
to Palestine. I have reason to believe that both 
the government and the Jewish Agency would 
assist the delegation in its investigation, though I 
cannot guarantee the attitude of the Arab leaders 
towards a Bolshevist Commission despite your 
pro-Arab policies. In the meantime, I think it will 
be enough for me to mention a few of the grosser | 
fictions in the legend of the Jew’s economic exploi- 
tation of the Arab. 


First of all, let me remind you that the over- 
whelming majority of the Jewish population of 
Palestine consists of laboring elements. Zionism 
liberates the modern Jew from the curse which 
has pursued him for centuries in the diaspora—the 
curse of unproductive occupations. You know 
what difficulties the Soviets encountered because 
of the peculiar, one-sided economic life of the Rus- 
sian Jew, a life ill-suited to a workers’ society. In 
most European countries with a large Jewish pop- 
ulation the Jews have a very limited scope of func- 
tions in the economic structure of the country. In 
Poland, for instance, 65% of all the tradesmen 
are Jews; in Lithuania, 77%; in Hungary where 
Jews are only 5% of the population, they form 
50% of the merchants. This situation is the 
inevitable result of the restrictions and quotas 
placed on Jews in practically every form of em- 
ployment and profession. Outside of Soviet-Rus- 
sia where, thanks to the revolution, Jews have be- 
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come economically re-classified, Palestine is the 
only place where, due to an inner revolution. Jews 
are developing without those social-economic an- 
omalies to which history has doomed them. The 
Jewish population of Palestine is proportionately 
larger than that of any other country, but only 
33% of the traders are Jews, whereas the major- 
ity of the Jewish population is engaged in agri- 
culture, manual labor, industry and the profes- 
sions. Jewish immigration of the last fifteen years 
consists primarily of workers; it has none of the 
earmarks characteristic of imperialist invasion of 
colonial lords. The occupational distribution of 
the Jewish settlers in itself makes the charge of 
exploitation absurd. Furthermore, if one com- 
pares conditions in Palestine with those in Syria, 
one realizes what the economic influence of Jewish 
immigration has been. Thanks to the Histadrut, 
the eight hour day has been introduced into numer- 
ous enterprises in Palestine, whereas in Syria the 
12 hour day is still in force. If one compares con- 
ditions in industries that exist in both neighboring 
countries, one is startled by the difference in 
wages. In the Syrian shoe-industry the unskilled 
worker gets 50 to 90 mils and the skilled worker 
from 100 to 150 mils per day, whereas in Pales- 
tine the unskilled worker gets 100 to 150 mils and 
the skilled worker 300 to 400 mils per day. In 
the silk industry a Syrian worker gets 60 to 80 
mils per day, a Palestinian 400 to 500 mils. 
In the macaroni factories a Syrian male worker 
gets 80 to 100 mils a day, and a woman as little 
as 30 to 40 mils whereas in Palestine men get 300 
mils per day and women 200 to 250 mils. These 
figures, only a small part of similar statistical data 
which I could furnish you, speak for themselves; 
such victories for the working class would be im- 
possible if Jews came to Palestine as exploiters, or 
‘if Jewish workers strove to “capture” work from 
the Arab or to “underlive” him. It is true that 
the average Jew in Palestine lives better than the 
average Arab, but is a higher degree of economic 
well-being always a sign of exploitation? You 
have now in Soviet-Russia some workers barely 
able to get necessities, while others ride 
around in their own automobiles. Are you 
prepared to admit that one group of workers ex- 
ploits another in the socialist fatherland? Your 
explanation is that one group is more capable, 
more energetic and more productive than the 
other. It is not oun fault that a Jewish hen 
lays an average of 150 eggs, annually, whereas an 
Arab one lays no more than 80; nor are we to 
blame because a Jewish cow gives an average of 
4000 litres of milk annually, while an Arab cow 
produces not more than 700. The Jewish pioneers 
responsible for these economic “crimes” deserve 
awards rather than abuse. Jonathan Swift must 


have had such pioneers in mind when he wrote: 
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“Whoever could make two ears of corn or two 
blades of grass grow upon a spot of ground where 
only one grew before, would deserve better of 
mankind and do more essential service to his coun- 
try than the whole race of politicians put 
together.” 

Since the Jews do not keep their knowledge 
secret — an esoteric mystery to be shared with 
none—Arab farmers are gradually learning mod- 
ern methods. Judging from their present rate of 
adaptation they may attain a high degree of econ- 
omic development within our generation. 

The growth of population is a significant index 
to economic conditions. Before the war there 
were not more than 600,000 Arabs in Palestine. 
This number remained static for the fifty years 
preceding the World War. To-day, there are about 
900,000 Arabs. This means that the Arab popu- 
lation increased by 50% in the very years of in- 
tensive Jewish immigration. True, the addition 
of 300,000 was not due solely to the rate of na- 
tional increase (excess of births over deaths) 
but also to Arab immigration from adjacent coun- 
tries, but the very fact that Arab emigration from 
Palestine has decreased while Arab immigration 
into Palestine has greatly increased—it would per- 
haps be truer to say has begun—demonstrates the 
economic value of Zionist colonization to the coun- 
try in general and the Arabs in particular. It is 
no accident that in the very midst of the present 
tragic occurences in Palestine the Grand Mufti’s 
party has come out for a mass-immigration of 
Arabs from other Arab countries which are much 
larger in circumference and much more thinly pop- 
ulated. This approval is being made at a time 
when the cry is raised that Jewish immigration be 
stopped, a cry in which your press joins presum- 
ably on the grounds that Palestine is ‘‘over-popu- 
lated.” It is a little hard to reconcile these cir- 
cumstances. Apparently ‘‘over-population” is a 
relative term depending on who is to do the pop- 
ulating. In antiquity nearly five million people 
lived in Palestine on both sides of the Jordan. 
Today there is still room for millions of new im- 
migrants. The demand to stop Jewish immigra- 
tion and prohibit the sale of land to Jews (a “re- 
form” through which some Russian Czars won 
eternal fame) is motivated not by economic, but 
by purely political considerations, 


I shall be able to pass quickly to the political 
phase of the question, because, fortunately, no one 
charges us with cultural exploitation. No one 
dares to accuse Zionism of degrading the cultural 
standard of the Arab population. Everyone 
recognizes that the immigration of elements with 
a higher cultural level stimulates the original cre- 
ative energy of the Arab. No Arab will claim 
that there were better Arab schools, or a more 
highly developed Arab press before the ‘Zionist 




















invasion.” Our bitterest enemy will not accuse us 
of attempting to Hebraize the Arabs, or of inter- 
fering in any way with their cultural development. 
On the contrary, if there is any academic institu- 
tion seriously devoted to the study of Arab history 
and philology, it is the Hebrew University of 
Jerusalem, which receives assistance neither from 
the Arabs, nor from the government, but is open 
to Arabs, Christians, and foreigners from all 
lands. I shall dwell no longer on the question of 
cultural exploitation because in this respect, at 
least, no one has as yet accused us of “poisoning 
the wells.” 


The only charge which has some shadow of 
justification—true, of a purely forward and super- 
ficial character—is the political one. Honest Arab 
leaders are prepared to admit that Zionism con- 
stitutes no cultural or economic danger for the 
Arabs (communists in Moscow and Catholics in 
the Vatican talk more about economic exploitation 
than do the Arabs in Palestine.) However, they 
claim that we represent a serious political menace, 
because unless Jewish immigration is stopped we 
will soon become a majority in the country and the 
land will lose its “Arab” character. One 


must agree that there is considerable truth in this. 


argument. We are convinced that Palestine, if 
properly developed through intensive agriculture 
and industry has room for many more millions, 
and that these millions, unless artificially checked, 
will be Jews. No other people has the devotion 
or the will for the reconstruction of the country 
to make mass-immigration possible. This means 
that in the course of time the Jews will become a 
majority, even though the number of Arabs will 
not decrease, but will increase much more rapidly 
. than before Zionism. Nationalist Arabs and in- 
ternational communists believe that this means 
“seizing a country” from its rightful owners, that 
this is imperialism. 

Yet this charge of Zionist imperialism, which 
you advance so often, is in its essence a discrimina- 
tion against Jews. You do not realize how anti- 
Semitic it is objectively, though not subjectively or 
consciously. Assuming the status of a national 
minority to be less than ideal, you are prepared 
to let the Jews be a minority in every country, 
but the Arabs not in a single land. Remember 
that you yourselves do not consider the Palestinian 
Arabs as a separate national entity; you view them 
as a part of a larger nation. Therefore your 
proclamations demand the union of all Arab coun- 
tries into a larger national federation. You know 
very well that the Arab nation branches out over 
a large area. Even if we exclude the Arab-speak- 
ing lands of North Africa—Syria, Mesopotamia 
and Sandi-Arabia still occupy approximately 615,- 
000 square miles (that is somewhat more than 
France, Germany, Italy, Belgium, Czechoslovakia, 
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Denmark and Holland put together). Palestine, 
on the other hand, together with Transjordania, 
is only 26,000 square miles in area — less than 
1/23 of all the land under Arab rule. You know 
this geographical fact as well as we do, but the 
deductions that you make resemble Hottentot 
rather than socialist morality: your conclusion 
seems to be that 22/23 are not enough for 10 to 
12 million Arabs, but 1/23 is too much for 16: 
million Jews, and, finally, that Arabs must not be 
a minority anywhere, the Jews everywhere. 


I don’t know what will happen in the distant 
future. Possibly the dream of a central-European 
reformer (Bluntschli) will come true, and the 
world’s population will be so regrouped that there 
will no longer be national minorities. For the 
present, national minorities cannot be avoided. 
Millions of Russians live outside of Russia—they 
live in the Ukraine, in White Russia, in Turkes- 
tan and outside the Soviet Union as national min- 
orities. Millions of Germans live in Czechoslo- 
vakia, in Hungary, in Rumania, in Russia and in 
the United States. Millions of Italians, Magyars 
and other peoples have been incorporated as min- 
orities in larger national organisms. But when 
the Arabs are involved you consider it an imper- 
ialistic crime to place a small number of them in 
the position of a national minority in a compara- 
tively small area of land—even though this should 
be done in the interests of the most completely 
homeless and landless people in the world. Un- 
less my information is wrong, the recently de- 
ceased Henry Barbusse put the same question to 
you in a letter which he sent you in the last months 
of his illness. His death freed you from the neces- 
sity of answering his charge that your attitude 
towards Zionism was the contrary of communist 
principles and of true internationalism, that it was 
motivated by a dubious political opportunism, 
rather than by socialist ideology. But has not 
the time come for you to give yourselves a con- 
scientious answer? 

And may I ask, whether within the Soviet Union 
you have always practiced the theory which you 
wish to apply to Arab-Jewish relations? Because 
of weighty political considerations which I need 
not discuss now, I know that in 1924 you founded 
a Moldavian Republic in South Ukraine with Balta 
as capital. The Moldavians-happen to be a min- 
ority in that region, and the Ukrainians a majority. 
Why was your adherence to the principle of ma- 
jorities in this case, and why did you give prefer- 
ence to the minority? Was it not because Ukrain- 
ian nationalism could find free scope in a compara- 
tively large territory, while Moldavian national- 
ism had only this small corner of Ukrainia in 
which to express itself? May I point out still 
another fact? Several years before the Biro-Bid- 
jan project hove into view, you planned to trans- 
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form Crimea into a Soviet-Jewish territory. (Our 
Jewish communists in America once nurtured the 
same tender patriotism for Crimea that they now 
do for Biro-Bidjan.) The Soviet government 
even negotiated with representatives of the Ameri- 
can Jewish bourgeoisie in regard to financing the 
Crimean project. Was Crimea uninhabitated at 
that time? Did not a non-Jewish majority of sev- 
eral hundred thousand live there? Were not the 
Tartars the most considerable national group in 
that region? In other words, did not Crimea 
have its Arabs? Nevertheless President Kalinin 
permitted himself the optimistic prophecy that 
should Jewish colonization develop at a sufficiently 
rapid tempo, the time would come when the Sea 
of Azof would be called the ‘‘Jewish Sea.” 


There even appeared Russian historians who 
unearthed the fact that blooming Jewish commu- 
nities had existed in Crimea in ancient times. They 
were delighted to remember that in the early cen- 
turies of the Christian Era, Hellenized Jews had 
come together with Greeks on the shores of the 
Black Sea and the Sea of Azof, and that as late 
as the eighth century, the city of Phanagoria on 
the peninsula of Taman was practically a Jewish 
city. These excursions into history were to dem- 
onstrate the Jewish “historic right’”’ to the region 
of Crimea. I do not quite understand why the 
Soviet government gave up the Crimea project so 
quickly. However, its place was eventually taken 
by Biro-Bidjan. Yet Biro-Bidjan, after a number 
of years of Jewish colonization still has its non- 
Jewish majority. Have you ever inquired whether 
this majority is willing to become a minority? 
Did you hold a referendum in regard to the right 
of the Jews to colonize there? Did the Jews 
receive an invitation from the non-Jews of Biro- 
Bidjan? 

I ask these questions because I wish you to 
consider a geographic fact with which we Jews 
must reckon and which you cannot possibly ignore. 
On the whole globe there is no corner which is 
wholly uninhabitated, which has not its ‘‘major- 
ity”, its “Arabs.” Wherever Jews may now go 
to build a national center, no matter how large 
or uncultivated the land may be, they will always 
find inhabitants with no enthusiasm for being 
transformed into a minority. Even Greenland 
has a population of 16,000 with “historic rights”. 
Should a hundred Jewish immigrants arrive there 
with the intention of bringing over thousands of 
others—assuming that the absorptive capacity of 
the country permitted — the Greelanders would 
probably soon raise the cry of ‘‘Zionist imperialist 
invasion”. True, there is a difference between the 
population in Biro-Bidjan, or Greenland, and the 
Arabs. Arabs are a historic people, whereas the 
others are not. But I should not care to hear such 
an answer from you, because that would mean that 
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you give premiums for historicity and penalties 
for non-historicity, that you make distinctions be- 
tween higher races whose rights must be respected 
and lower races which may be injured. No, such 
an explanation would be motivated not by ethics, 
but by convenience. It is not more just, but simply 
easier to exploit an “unhistoric people”. It is 
the exploiter’s line of least resistance. 

The situation is such that you can approach the 
Jewish national problem in only one of two ways. 
You can tell us—if you have the temerity: “You 
have come too late. The world has already been 
parcelled out. Every people has its place and 
every place its people. Do what you will — go 
under, commit national suicide, jump into the sea, 
—there is no share for you.” 

If you do not say this, if you dare not say it, 
if you recognize our right to a national life and 
the importance of a territorial center for the nor- 
malization of our existence, then you must come 
to another conclusion. You must admit that a 
people which owns a number of large territories 
and does not cultivate all of the soil at its dis- 
posal, is duty-bound to permit Jewish national col- 
Onization even though that should mean a Jewish 
majority. You must realize that the principle of 
national equality demands that Jews be not hin- 
dered ,in their attempt to reconstruct a national 
center in a land which represents 1/23 of the 
total area which Arabs hold, as national territory. 
I need not point out to you which of these two 
conclusions is truer to the spirit of socialism and 
internationalism. Until you change your fun- 
damentally false attitude towards Zionism, I shall 
charge you with supporting a narrow, greedy Arab 
nationalism at the expense of the most elementary 
rights of the Jewish people. 


I have grave and difficult differences with com- 
munism. But no matter how deep the division 
between us—in regard to your means, not to your 
goal—I should not want the objective historian 
of the future to write: ‘Jews finally rebuilt their 
national center in Palestine, despite the enmity 
of Arab chauvinists, despite the propaganda of 
Hitler and Italian fascism, despite the duplicity of 
British imperialism and the intrigues of the Vatic- 
an, and despite the criminal headlessness with 
which the Communist International supported 
these reactionary forces.” 


Marx has a great utterance familiar to every- 
one: “From each according to his means, to each 
according to his need.’”’ These words represent 
the new ethical concept which socialism offers the 
world. This principle guides your reorganization 
of economic order, and your view of the relations 
between individuals. It is no less valid for deter- 
mining the rights of nations. You, as socialists, 
should be the last to claim that formal or physical 
possession whether for use or abuse, constitutes 
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a moral title of ownership. You do not recognize 
the rights of an idle heiress to squander a fortune 
which she has not earned. Such social outrage 
seems to you the dark remnant of a barbaric econ- 
omic order. Similarly no nation has the right to 
place ‘“‘no-tresspassing” signs around lands which 
it does not use, around soil which goes to waste. 
The draining of a marsh by a Jewish pioneer 
makes more room for Arabs as well as Jews. 
There is no question of dispossessing the Pales- 
tinian Arab. His numbers will continue to grow, 
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as they have grown, thanks to the economic en- 
largement of the country resulting from Jewish 
colonization. Nor are his interests in any way in- 
jured by the still greater increase of the Jewish 
population in accordance with the absorptive cap- 
acity of the country. Or do you really believe 
that the perpetuation of barren Arab marsh and 
desert represents a higher social equity than the 
transformation of this waste into fields cultivated 
by Arabs and Jews according to their means, and 
used according to their needs? 


Industrial vs. Craft Unions 


[NX THE five decades since’the formation of the 


American Federation of Labor there have been 
constant and increasingly rapid technological 
changes in American industry. A review of those 
changes, which make for the elimination of human 
labor and skill, and for the increase in output, 
‘would make one’s head swim. One effect of the 
development of machinery and of methods of 
production is to wipe out old craft lines and create 
new ones. Industrial machines develop at a geo- 
metric ratio, because each machine paves the way 
for more and better machines. One machine “‘gen- 
eration” brings forth a new machine “generation”’ 
which is greater in quantity and superior in qual- 
ity. But while those revolutionary changes in the 
mechanization of industry have been going on, the 
form of trade unionism has remained stationary, 
and has, therefore, tended to become obsolete and 
impotent. The form of labor organization has 
not kept pace with and conformed to the new 
organization of industry. Instead of the labor 
organization being sufficiently broad and inclusive 
to embrace all workers in a given industry, under 
all circumstances and conditions, irrespective of 
the particular operations performed by them, the 
old and narrow form of unionism has continued. 
As a result, the shifting in craft demarcations 
causes clashes among the workers who are organ- 
ized in craft unions. Much of the time of 
the A. F. of L. conventions is taken up with bitter 
jurisdictional disputes among those unions. Those 
disputes are either patched up in some makeshift 
manner or “solved” by an aribtrary decision. This 
jurisdictional warfare among the craft unions will 
continue, because the form of labor organization 
does not reflect the organization of industry. 

The craft union fights not only for jurisdiction 
over jobs, because it means employment for one 
particular group of organized workers, instead of 
another particular group of organized workers; 
it fights also for the jurisdiction of men, which 
means an increase in income from dues. 


® by Joseph Schlossberg 


Section 7-A of the National Industrial Recov- 
ery Act served to create a psychological condition 
that was favorable to labor organization. 
Large masses of unorganized workers became re- 
sponsive to the trade union message and felt en- 
couraged to join unions. A number of existing 
unions did increase their membership. A special 
effort was made to organize the new industries, 
which are known as mass-production industries, 
such as automobile, cement, rubber. Many of 
those workers were organized into federal locals. 
That is the form of organization for workers in 
whose industries there are no international unions. * 
They are affiliated with the A. F. of L. directly. 
But soon various craft internationals came to claim 
the workers of their respective crafts. The work- 
ers, who had rushed into the union with enthu- 
siasm, suddenly found themselves separated into 
different craft unions. They became discouraged 
and left the unions. A number of federal local 
charters were returned to the A. F. of L. The 
greatest opportunity to organize those workers 
was destroyed. 


The A. F. of L. convention in San Francisco, 
in 1934, dealt with that distressing situation. The 
Executive Council was directed to issue inclusive 
industrial union charters to the workers in the 
mass-production industries. That action was mis- 
understood by many as meaning that the A. F. 
of L. had accepted industrial unionism. It was 
not so. Industrial unionism was limited to the 
mass-production industries alone. 


At the A. F. of L. convention in Atlantic City, 
last October, the industrial unionists accused the 
Executive Council of deliberate violation of the 
San Francisco decision. The Resolutions Com- 
mittee brought in a minority report and a ma- 
jority report on resolutions dealing with the sub- 
ject of industrial unionism versus craft unionism. 





*An International is a trade union with local branches in the 
United States and Canada. 
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The center of the stage in the industrial union 
drama at the Atlantic City Convention was held 
by the International Union of Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers. It was the irony of history 
that this Union should occupy such a position. The 
present International Union of Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers is the former Western Federa- 
tion of Miners. 


The Western Federation of Miners was a metal 
miners’ union in the western states, and one of 
the most aggressive and militant labor unions in 
America. It was outside of and at war with the 
American Federation of Labor. In 1905 the 
Western Federation of Miners took the initiative 
in organizing the Industrial Workers of the World 
(I.W.W.), an industrial union body, in opposi- 
tion to the A. F. of L. The W. F. of M. was the 
backbone of the I. W. W. Shortly after that, 
Moyer, president of the W. F. of M.; Haywood, 
its secretary-treasurer, and Pettibone, an executive 
board member, were kidnapped in Denver, Colo- 
rado, brought to Boise, Idaho, and there put to 
trial for the murder of Governor Steunenberg of 
Idaho. They were acquitted. After that famous 
trial, Pettibone, who was a consumptive, died; 
Haywood resigned from his office and devoted his 
energies entirely to the I. W. W. The W. F. 
of M. made peace with the American Federation 
of Labor and is now known as the International 
Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. It 
is a shadow of its former picturesque self, It has 
a depressing tale of woe to tell about the evils 
of craft unionism. Thus, the same organization, 
which a generation ago was the center of the 
fight for industrial unionism against the American 
Federation of Labor, was at the last A. F. of L. 
convention the center of the fight for industrial 
unionism within the American Federation of La- 
bor. A fight that was lost three decades ago was 
begun anew. Three decades ago, one of the chief 
spokesmen for industrial unionism was a general 
officer of a miners’ organization, William D. Hay- 


wood; now, it is again a general officer of a min- 


ers’ union, John L. Lewis. 


Present-day advocates of: industrial unionism 
are chiefly interested in the mass-production indus- 
tries. And there, too, they do not propose to 
take away from the craft unions whatever these 
unions may now have in those industries. That 
does not make for thorough industrial unionism. 
However allowance must be made for the fact 
that the Committee for Industrial Organization 
wished to work within the framework of the 
American Federation of Labor, not outside of it. 


In former years industrial unionism was more 
than a superior form of labor organization; it 
also had an ultimate social objective, the reconsti- 
tution of the social order. Present day industrial 
unionism is concerned only with the form of or- 
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ganization. But when large masses of workers 
are united along broad lines, under a greatly im- 
proved form of unionism, which can be accom- 
plished only by a campaign of education, quantity 
must also become quality. 


(THE American Federation of Labor began its 
career as a dual union, fifty five years ago, 
against the then powerful Knights of Labor. The 
A. F. of L. dislodged the K. of L. Several dual 
union movements were launched against the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, particularly in the dec- 
ade of 1895-1905: the Socialist Trade and Labor 
Alliance, the American Labor Union, and the In- 
dustrial Workers of the World. They all failed. 
The failure of the I. W. W. discouraged further 
attempts. It became clear that if there was any 
hope of modernizing the American Federation of 
Labor, it was only by working from within; no 
impression could be made from without. 


The present industrial union movement, unlike 
the one of thirty years ago, is a movement within 
the Federation. All the Internationals, which are 
affliated with the Committee for Industrial Or- 
ganization, hold A. F. of L. charters. The C. I. O. 


has brought new hope to the labor movement. 


Because this movement is one within the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, the situation has be- 
come very complicated: 


1. The mainstay of the movement is the United 
Mine Workers of America, the largest and one 
of the most militant trade union bodies in America. 
That has made its president, John L. Lewis, a 
commanding figure in the American Labor Move- 
ment. Lewis’ sledgehammer methods make good 
copy, and the American press, friend and foe, is 
his. William Green, President of the American 
Federation of Labor, is at the other end of the 
pole, though he does not really belong there. 
Green was Secretary-Treasurer of the United 
Mine Workers of America before he succeeded 
Samuel Gompers in the A. F. of L. His trade 
union training in the Miners’ Union made Green 
an industrial unionist, the same as Lewis. The 
United Mine Workers could not live except as 
an industrial organization. But with the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, craft unionism is almost 
a religion. As President of the Federation, Green 
deems it his duty to carry out its craft union pol- 
icy. Green does not insist, as his colleagues do, 
upon craft unionism to the exclusion of industrial 
unionism. He does insist, however, that both 
forms of unionism are possible within the A. F. 
of L. He points to the Miners’ Union as an il- 
lustration, However the decision must be made 
by the A. F. of L. Convention, which is the su- 
preme authority for Green denies the right of a 
group of unions to act by themselves. 
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2. The members of the A, F. of L. Executive 
Council and the President declare that the C. I. O. 
is a dual union—a dual union within the Federa- 
tion. The C. I. O. says, no. If the Executive Council 
should decide at its August session that the C. I. 
O. is a dual union, that will officially make it so. 
If the Council should decide to suspend the C. I. 
O. affiliates, Green will be obliged to suspend his 
own union. 


3. The A. F. of L. is facing, for the first time 
in its career, a split in its ranks. Both sides real- 
ize it, but both sides are moving towards it. A split 
would be a calamity. The labor movement has 
always paid dearly for splits. We know how a 
split begins, but not what it might lead to. 


4. The C. I. O. and the Executive Council are 
coming to grips in the time of a very promising 
organization campaign among the great army of 
steel workers who seem to be ready for organi- 
zation. A test of strength between the Executive 
Council and the Committee for Industrial Organi- 
zation will endanger this campaign. That is why 
some members of the Council are seeking a way 
out, 


Coming Struggle in Steel 


THE UNDOUBTED discomfort of the steel 
barons in the present steel organizing cam- 
paign indicates that there are new factors in the 
situation which may reverse the tradition of union 
defeat begun in the bloody Homestead Lockout 
of 1892, continued in the loss of the 1901 strike 
and apparently settled for some time to come in 
the defeat of the great steel strike of 1919. 
The difference does not lie so much in the size 
or the character of the wage-earning population, 
although changes have occurred there too. Among 
the 500,000 wage earners directly employed in 
steel, the proportion of native-born workers,— 
almost 60%—is considerably higher than in 1918; 
the percentage of Negro workers was 8.7 in 1930 
as compared with .003 in 1910. In place of the 
language difficulties which the larger proportion 
of foreign-born posed in 1918, there is, especially 
since 1933, a problem raised by the conscious ‘re- 
cruitment of southern native-born white workers 
among whom both organizations like the Black 
Legion and the company union find fertile ground. 
Southern organizing campaigns cannot but 
help rouse a fear in the steel barons that these 
workers can, through a proper campaign, be made 
good trade unionists as well. Actually, there are 
fewer in the “common laborer” group now than 
in 1919; between 1910 and 1930 their proportion 
dropped from 50 to 40%. While it is still true 
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5. The C. I. O. and its drive to organize the 
steel workers are interwoven with the Roosevelt 
campaign. The C. I. O., or its active members, 
are working for Roosevelt’s reelection. So is 
President Green. President Tobin of the Team- 
sters’ Union, a member of the A. F. of L. Execu- 
tive Council, was chairman of the Democratic La- 
bor Committee in 1932, and he is expected to oc- 
cupy the same post in the present Roosevelt cam- 
paign. A minority of the Executive Council mem- 
bers are Republicans. Thus, the aggravated trade 
union situation becomes still more aggravated by 
the political element. It is highly embarrassing 
to Roosevelt to find himself involved in this intra- 
labor movement struggle, and the Roosevelt craft 
unionists resent the President’s becoming involved. 

It may come to a show-down between the C. 
I. O. and the Executive Council before these lines 
reach the reader. 

I have seen too many labor movement splits 
to be able to think of another split without dread. 

At the time of this writing, hope is held out 
for a compromise. Any compromise would be a 
concession by the intransigent Executive Council 


to the C. I. O. 


®@ by Elsie Gliick 


that a large proportion of the jobs in steel re- 
quire no previous training, mechanization has cre- 
ated a new type of skill in the “mental control” 
jobs. Of course, on the other hand, there now 
exists a far larger reserve of the unemployed than 
in 1918-19. Nor is the issue of the twelve hour 
day and seven day week possible as a rallying cry 
today; the “‘ost’’ steel strike of 1919 resulted 
in its elimination. It is also an open question 
whether the far lower weekly and annual earn- 
ings of steel workers in the period 1933-35 con- 
stitute a help or a drawback in the campaign since 
it means that workers have no_reserve to draw 
on. In 1918, the average annual earnings of the 
skilled, the semi-skilled and the unskilled were 
$2373, $1683 and $1265 respectively. In 1935, 
common labor received $14.62 as an average 
weekly pay; and the most highly skilled group 
$43.08. In 1933, these two averages had been 
$6.33 and $31.81. Physical output while no- 
where as high as in 1929, is decidedly on the 
increase. 

In such a situation, with the strength of Wall 
Street, which controls all but one of the ten great 
steel corporations, undoubtedly fortified since 
1919, the outcome of the campaign hinges on 
two factors: the character of the campaign itself 
and the general political and social situation. 
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‘THE MEMBERSHIP of the steel workers’ 

union was in 1918 about the same as it is 
today; it included only 2% of the wage earners 
in the industry. The union was headed by the 
same officers, who had shown the same incapacity 
to take advantage of the favorable war-time situ- 
ation as they did in the period of 1933-34. Then 
too, there was a dissatisfied minority, less well 
organized however than in the present situation. 
In 1918, as today, it was recognized that this 
union could not single-handed carry on a campaign 
against the great steel trust. It was largely 
through the initiative of the Chicago Federation 
of Labor that the National Organizing Committee 
of 1918 was set up, composed of 24 unions with 
possible jurisdictional interests in steel. 

But here the resemblance in the two situations 
ends. The 1918 Committee, despite the sanction 
of the Executive Council of the A. F. of L. and 
the presence of Samuel Gompers as its first chair- 
man, was from the outset torn by conflict between 
the participating unions. Differences of opinion 
as to the dues and initiation fees to be levied, as 
to separation by jurisdiction, and on every step 
of the campaign and the subsequent strike ham- 
pered the work. Instead of an initial campaign 
fund of $250,000, which W. Z. Foster who was 
in actual charge had suggested was necessary for 
a swift surprise strike at an opportune time, the 
unions made an initial contribution of only $100 
each, 

By contrast, in 1936, the agreement of the steel 
workers’ union with the Committee for Industrial 
Organization definitely gives the central organiz- 
ing committee full power; dues have been uniform- 
ly lowered and workers will bé enrolled in a single 
organization. The promise of an initial fund of 
$500,000 will undoubtedly be fulfilled. The min- 
ers’ union, whose president John Lewis heads the 
Committee for Industrial Organization, knows 
that if the steel barons are successful the life of 
their organization, which contains an increasing 
number of workers in mines owned by the steel 
trust, is doubtful. The needle trades’ unions in 
the C.I.O. had, in 1919, provided the major por- 
tion of the $500,000 relief fund, voluntarily. A 
half million fund will enable the placing of 200 
organizers in the field; at the height of the 1919 
strike, only 100 were employed and several im- 
portant steel centers had to be omitted, 

There is a difference, too, in leadership and its 
power. W. Z. Foster was better known for his 
syndicalist past than for the successful conduct of 
a Chicago packing house strike which had led to 
his appointment. The 1919 chairman, John Fitz- 
patrick, no matter how good his intentions was 
the president of a city central trade union federa- 
tion, whose powers over constituent organizations 
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was extremely attenuated. Neither of these two 
men was able to force cooperation from the par- 
ticipating union heads each of whom was more 
powerful than the officers of the campaign. © The 
central figures of the 1936 campaign are inter- 
national union leaders with long records of suc- 
cess in organizing, strikes and negotiation in large 
industries. The assistance of the Committee for 
Industrial Organization, which they head, turned 
the tide toward unionization in the newly organ- 
ized fields of automobile and rubber. 

What about the threat created by the existence 
in 1936 of company unions which were not a fac- 
tor in 1918-19? The employers, in their paid 
advertisements and releases, emphasize the fact 
that 85-90% of all wage earners in steel are mem- 
bers of such company unions and that successful 
“collective bargaining” arrangements have been 
set up. But the Labor Chronicle in Jewish Fron- 
tier has already recorded instances which may 
prove that these company unions will turn into 
Frankenstein monsters for*their creators, the em- 
ployers. The latest evidence is the desertion by 
3,000 steel workers in a Pittsburgh area company 
union to the trade union front. The victory of 
5500 steel strikers at Portsmouth, Ohio, and a 
smaller number in Maryland, contrasts with the 
record of successive defeats in 1916-18, when 
no company unions of importance were on the 
scene. 

It is similarly hard to guage the effect of a 
possible suspension of the unions in the Committee 
for Industrial Organization from the American 
Federation of Labor. Such a possibility did not 
exist in 1918. But surface harmony in 1918 pro- 
duced no victory or even cooperation in 1918-19. 
The problem now seemed to be to wait for the 
A. F. of L. to start the campaign to which it had 
been committed by the convention of 1934. The 
reasons given for the delay were “internal con- 
flict” in the steel union itself. In the meantime, 
however, the convention in 1935 had reversed its 
1934 stand favoring industrial unionism for mass 
production industries. The close relationship be- 
tween continued unionism in coal and the unioniza- 
tion of steel, precipitated the 1935 fight over in- 
dustrial unionism and the formation of the Com- 
mittee. The aid of the Committee to automobile, 
rubber and other unions was but preliminary to 
the major battle in steel. It was the steel union’s 
affiliation with the Committee which brought to 
a head the movement for suspension. Suspension 
has been deferred, by the Executive Council of 
the A, F. of L., out of legal considerations, until 
August 3rd. It it should take place then, it would 
of course be unfortunate, even though it might 
be legally contested — with success. Press re- 
ports indicate that public sympathy would be with 
the suspended groups. Even if suspension and 
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subsequent expulsion were upheld, it is the craft 
unionists who stand to lose. Out of the almost 
30,000,000 still unorganized workers, and even 
among unions not within their ranks now, the 
Committee (which has already enrolled unions 
with a membership of over a million) stands to 
gain over those remaining within the Federation. 


AN IMPORTANT element in the suspension 
situation, as indeed in the entire steel cam- 
paign, is the general political and social situation 
in the country, in 1936 as compared with 1918-19. 
Here again there are similarities and differences. 
The national government, now as then, is Demo- 
cratic and avowedly pro-labor. The trade union 
movement, now as then, has witnessed a steady 
upturn in membership including a spread to occu- 
pations and industries hitherto unorganized, as 
well as a rising tide of militancy. In the general 
community, there is the same anti-red scare. 
While it is more powerfully organized today, it 
is still not official as it was in 1918 when the 
Department of Justice nurtured it, and it will not 
be unless the Liberty League and other elements 
are successful in bringing out a Republican admin- 
istration. 
But 1918-19 was not a year of presidential 
elections as is 1936. In 1918 President Wilson, 
already serving his second term, was mainly ab- 
sorbed in the European situation. By the fall of 
1919 when the strike was declared his prestige 
and health had failed and a Republican victory 
in 1920 was assured. The importance of the la- 
bor vote throughout the country, but especially 
in Pennsylvania, a former Republican stronghold, 
where coal and steel workers form a not insig- 
nificant factor, is apparent. Labor has more 
formally and efficiently begun to organize its 
forces for Roosevelt, and this becomes of even 
greater weight since the announcement of the 
Lemke-Coughlin party. The steel trust is now 
definitely Republican—witness the presence of a 
steel employer as an important figure at the Re- 
publican convention, the simliarity in wording of 
their advertisement with respect to collective bar- 
gaining with that of the Republican platform. 
While much of the New Deal legislation has been 
declared unconstitutional, it has had its effects on 
the temper of the workers, especially in the steel 
districts where it was flouted as openly in 1933- 
1935 as war-time labor regulations were in 1916- 
18. Moreover, recent federal legislation prohibit- 
ing interstate transport of strikebreakers is on our 
statute books; the National Labor Relations 
Board still has a nuisance value. 


(THOUGH labor is important to Roosevelt 
- now, its leaders must be aware of the danger 
of over-reliance on the Democratic set-up. On 
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the other side of the scale holding the measures 
cited above; plus the cancellation of a government 
order to Jones and Laughlin because of its vio- 
lations of the Wagner Act; plus the announcement 
of prosecutions under the Anti-Trust Law (and 
even adding the announcement in Pennsylvania, in 
which over a third of the steel workers are to be 
found, that relief would be forthcoming to needy 
strikers) must be placed certain acts of Democra- 
tic officials. The Democratic Governor of Indiana, 
which includes almost 50,000 steel workers, has 
not evidenced particular labor sympathies in pre- 
vious strike situations. Little can be expected of 
Democratic governors in the southern states in 
which perhaps 60,000 steel workers are to be 
found. The plans for a long-time campaign with 
a possible strike-in the spring when the elections 
are safely out of the way, while it may be neces- 
sary and wise from an organizational point of 
view—the steel campaign of 1918-19 lasted 
over a year—may result in the repetition of the 
discovery that post- election fulfillment is far short 
of pre-election promises. This would be especially 
true if the steel workers and the entire member- 
ship of the Committee for Industrial Organiza- 
tion had in the meanwhile, legally or illegally, 
been expelled from the A. F. of L. Even though 
at the moment Lewis seems a more important 
labor figure in the Democratic campaign than Dan 
Tobin, the Executive Council member who will 
serve on the Democratic Campaign Committee. 


When any evaluation of all these factors is at- 
tempted, however, it will be seen that the chances 
for union success in 1936-37 are far greater than 
in 1919. The outcome of the campaign affects 
not only the 500,000 steel workers, the million 
members of the C.I.O. but the still unorganized in 
the other holdings in the feudal domain of steel, 
in metal mines, railroads, water transport, ship- 
building and munitions. More than any other 
event, it will determine whether the financial plu- 
tocracy, which dominates the economic and polit- 
ical scene in America, can continue to strengthen 
its stranglehold. 





HISTADRUT WANTS BOOKS 


Books are wanted by the Department of Education of 
the Histadrut in Palestine for the schools, “kvutzot” 
and “moshavei ovdim” for the pioneering youth. 
Need of basic works in all branches of the natural 
sciences, particularly those dealing with agriculture; 
also works in education and basic textbooks in his- 
tory, geography, and the social sciences. Please 
mail books to Washington Branch, League for Labor 
Palestine (Address: Mr. Joseph L. Rubin, 2707 
Woodley Place, N.W., Washington, D. C.) which has 
undertaken to send books to Palestine. 
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Labor Zionism and America 


Al A CONFERENCE some weeks ago in New 

York, attended by the members of the Ad- 
ministrative Committee of the League for Labor 
Palestine, it seemed to me that the leaders of the 
organization became suddenly and painfully aware 
of the fact that they had provided the member- 
ship at large with no philosophy by which they 
might be impelled to expand the scope of their 
activity and the strength of their movement. 
Why the League for Labor Palestine?* Very 
few of the active members of the organ- 
ization had ever asked this question quite as 
bluntly before. Many of them had been 
so preoccupied with the details of organization, 
with plans of activity, with programs of publicity 
and campaigns for affiliation that they had not 
troubled themselves to pause to ask such a ques- 
tion. Others had identified themselves for so 
long with the Labor Zionist movement that it 
had never occurred to them that this question 
might be raised by American Jews whose connec- 
tion with Jewish life had at best been a tenuous 
one. 

The question had obtruded itself into the dis- 
cussion when several delegates complained that 
the League was in danger of becoming an organi- 
zation for mere fund-collecting. They wanted 
“activities.” They were not clear as to exactly 
what activities the League chapters might indulge 
in; but, intuitively they sensed that such activities 
would have to be of a “cultural” nature. What 
should they expect members of the League to do? 
Some answers were forthcoming: members should 
develop a sympathy for the Histadrut; members 


should help arouse Jewish public opinion in favor. 


of Labor Zionism; members should get other 
members, etc. But when the conference was 
pressed for a more precise definition of “culture,” 
“sympathy,” “in favor of . .-.” it became clear 
that members were expected, in sum, to raise 
money. 

Even when specifically cultural activities were 
carried on, as representatives of the Hebrew 
speaking groups testified, they seemed to lead no- 
where. It is highly commendable for a group of 
young Jews to conduct meetings in Hebrew; the 
question still remained: “What were they going 
to talk about?” Besides, there is a limit to the 
amount of talking a group can do, even if the 
language utilized is an evidence of high patriotism. 





*Letters from our readers making comments on this evaluation 
will appear in the next and future issues. Send communications 
to Jewish Frontier. 


® by Ira Eisenstein 


ig WOULD have been impossible for a group 

of League leaders to have grappled vainly 
with this problem, as they did, if they had clearly 
envisaged the role of Palestine in American Jew- 
ish life. The League thus far has been influenced, 
subtly, by a mild version of that philosophy es- 
poused by the “‘negators of the galut.”” Somehow, 
the League has been made to feel that Palestine 
is the be-all and end-all of Jewish life, and that 
the primary, if not the sole function of the dias- 
pora is to adanvce the cause of Palestine’s re- 
building. The theoreticians of the League might 
readily disavow any intention of inculcating such 
a philosophy; but the fact remains that two major 
circumstances have conspired to color the League’s 
program with the tint of galut negation. The 
first circumstance is the emphasis placed upon the 
projects, proposed by the League, designed to 
reenforce the position of the Histadrut in Pal- 
estine. These projects, it should be known, are 
in turn calculated to strengthen the yishub, broad- 
en the absorptive capacity of the land, establish 
the principle of cooperation in the economic life, 
and in general, to sink the roots of Jewish settle- 
ment more deeply and firmly. These objectives 
are eminently worthwhile, and indispensable if 
Palestine is to become the national homeland of 
the Jewish people. But, in all fairness, it must 
be conceded that the instruments for their attain- 
ment necessarily render Palestine the focal point 
of all effort and render the diaspora a. means 
rather than an end in itself. 


The second circumstance has been the failure 
of the leaders to formulate a positive philosophy 
of Jewish life for the diaspora. The neglect to 
formulate such a philosophy has been evidenced 
by the comparative indifference which the League 
programs and publications have betrayed to vital 
problems of Jewish life in America. The prob- 
lem of Jewish education, for example, is presented 
to the League members only when teachers are 
ruthlessly expelled. The problem of Jewish phil- 
anthropy is taken cognizance of only when work- 
ers in hospitals have been locked out. The prob- 
lem of the synagogue is rarely touched upon even 
though the synagogue is still regarded by most 
national Jewish organizations as the rallying point 
for any worthwhile Jewish effort, and the strong- 
hold of positive Jewish living. The American 
scene is thus touched upon, when at all, at its sore 
spots. No program for their cure is offered, and 
the League members are unwittingly given to 
understand that, at best, the American scene is a 
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sorry one, and at worst, unworthy of the kind of 
serious consideration and planning which Pales- 
tine requires and deserves. 

As a result of this uneven emphasis, the de- 
voted prosyletizers for the League are at a loss 
to interest their indifferent fellows. For them- 
selves, it is axiomatic that Tews should be inter- 
ested in Palestine, and the process of proselytiz- 
ing constitutes for them sufficient activity to ab- 
sorb their energy and time. But for the infidels, 
the League is not so easy to accept. They want 
to know: “what is Palestine going to do for me? 
Granted, that refugees find a haven there; here 
is my contribution toward the humanitarian cause. 
Granted that the Histadrut is an excellent organi- 
zation; here is my contribution toward its expan- 
sion. But why do you want me to join an organi- 
zation, and come to meetings, and give of my time 
and energy?” The prospective member of the 
League is then made to feel that the League is 
an organization designed for other peoples’ bene- 
fit, rather than for his own. 

Now, there is nothing unworthy about demand- 
ing that an organization act for the benefit of its 
members. It is not a sign of selfishness when a 
person asks: “what is this group going to do for 
me?’’ Such a question is out of place when the 
organization represents itself as a philanthropic 
one. But when it indignantly dissociates itself 
from charity, the question is absolutely in place. 
And as the League is today conceived, the ques- 
tion is a pretty hard one to answer, and the League 
membership committee is in a dilemma. 

The dilemma can be resolved only if the League 
ceases to conceive of Zionism—even Labor Zion- 
ism—as an isolated phenomenon in Jewish life. 
Palestine must henceforth be understood in terms 
of its organic relationship to the rest of Jewish 
life. The pedagogic procedure is to begin with 
the immediate and proceed to the remote. Pal- 
estine, for most American Jews, is a remote ele- 
ment in their lives. The immediate elements are 
those that constitute American-Jewish life. Jews 
are primarily interested in themselves, and their 
relations to other Jews and to the non-Jewish 
environment. That environment is predominantly 
a hostile one. Jews want to know what it means 
to be a Jew, what the status of the Jews is, what 
is required of a Jew in Jewish life, what he must 
know if he is to be an intelligent and self-respect- 
ing Jew. Jews want to know how Jewish life 
must be organized if belonging to the Jewish 
people is going to contribute to their social and 
spiritual well-being. 

Most young American Jews are dissatisfied 
with the philosophies of Judaism expounded by 
Orthodoxy, Reformism or Conservatism. They 
are disilusioned by the assimilationist solution to 
their problems. And they do not see in Zionism 
a way out because they are not prepared to go 
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to Palestine, and they realize that if they were, 
Palestine is not prepared to accept them. If 
Zionism means nothing more to them than migra- 
tion to Palestine, the fault lies entirely in the 
hands of Zionist leaders who have failed to make 
it clear that Zionism is one element, an indispen- 
sable element to be sure, but nevertheless one 
element in the needed reconstruction of American 
Jewish life. It would not be difficult to interest 
young Jews in Labor Zionism if they could be 
convinced that the implications of the movement 
had significance for them in their attempts to in- 
fuse meaning and worth into the chaos and confu- 
sion of the Jewish life in which they move and 
have their being. 

Two attempts have been made by the League 
to integrate Labor Zionism into American-Jewish 
life, but in each case, the problems were so poorly 
conceived that it is unlikely that either attempt 
will meet with any success. The first was the 
conference called in New York to discuss the prob- 
lem of the productivization of Jewish youth. The 
statistics of I. M. Rubinow, published in this peri- 
odical, formed the basis for the realization that 
something had to be done to effect an occupational 
redistribution of Jewish people in America if they 
were not to find themselves, ultimately, crowded 
out of the economic life and rendered economic- 
ally superfluous. More than sixty social workers, 
rabbis, educators and Labor Zionists attended, 
and spent the whole day in discussion. The up- 
shot of the conference was this: a number of 
rabbis, educators, social workers promised to try 
to raise some money for haksharah. The confer- 
ence was a success insofar as it brought to the 
attention of these men the existence of such or- 
ganizations as Hashomer Hatzair and Hechalutz. 
But again the emphasis fell upon settlement in 
Palestine, and raising money for Palestine. The 
problem of the American scene was virtually 
shelved. It was hinted by some of the men pres- 
ent that the callers of the conference had never 
really hoped, seriously, to make any headway in 
the solution of the American problem; they had 
used the slogan of “productivization.of American 
youth” as a means of luring those rabbis and social 
workers who were lukewarm to Palestine. 

Why could this conference not cope with the 
American problem? Because no organization 
by itself can ever hope to cope with it. It is a 
problem which American Jewry as a whole must 
some day face, and ‘American Jewry as a whole” 
can never face any problem unless it is so organ- 
ized as to establish representative bodies with 
authority and power to act. Such an organiza- 
tional set-up, in turn, can never be achieved un- 
less American Jewry has learned to accept a phil- 
osophy of Jewish life in which representation and 
responsibility are integral. 

The other attempt to integrate Labor Zionism 
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into American-Jewish life was made by the Jew- 
ish social workers. Faced with the circumstances 
that a great number of their colleagues had been 
converted to communism, they realized that they 
would have to offer Jewish social workers some 
program of positive Jewish life to counteract the 
anti-Jewish influence of communism. They se- 
lected Labor Zionism. The last few annual con- 
ferences have been marked by the heated conflict 
between the communists and the Labor Zionists 
for control of the practitioners’ organization. At 
the recent conference in Atlantic City, it appeared 
that the Labor Zionists were gaining on the com- 
munists. What is the significance of this devel- 
opment? Does the latest turn of events mean 
that social workers have suddenly developed a 
passion for Palestine and the Histadrut? It is 
more than fair to say that the majority of those 
who sided with the Labor Zionists do not know 
very much about the movement. The careful ob- 
server realizes that the Labor Zionist ranks have 
been swelled only by those social workers who 
find in Labor Zionism the only concrete protest 
against communism. The viva voce approval of 
Labor Zionist resolutions in social workers’ con- 
ferences has even less significance than the ap- 
proval which the famous 241 Reformist rabbis be- 
stowed upon the movement. 

The proof of the failure of this second attempt 
will, I believe, become more evident as time goes 
on. The social workers will not rally around the 
banner of the Histadrut, simply because the His- 
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tadrut is far removed from the immediate prob- 
lems which they as social workers have to face, 
such problems as the shifting of Jewish popula- 
tions, planning to meet Jewish needs, communal 
responsibility for education and recreation, co- 
ordination of fund-raising functions, Jewish edu- 
cation, coordination of synagogue and rabbinical 
influence with social work, broadening the base 
of support for communal projects, standards of 
lay and professional leadership, etc., etc. 

It is vain to hope that the social workers will 
bring to bear the influence of Labor Zionism upon 
their work in the field of social service, unless the 
leaders of the League for Labor Palestine think 
through the relationship between Labor Zionism 
and Jewish social work. The process of think- 
ing through the problem will involve envisaging 
the relationship of Labor Zionism to the totality 
of Jewish life. 

The League for Labor Palestine will gain ad- 
herents in large numbers only when the implica- 
tions of Labor Zionism are thoroughly canvassed, 
clearly envisaged and vividly expounded. When 
the Jews of America, who are interested in Jewish 
life here, will be made to realize that that Jewish 
life will be empty, sterile and dull without Pales- 
tine, they will eagerly identify themselves with 
the movement. In other words, when Labor 
Zionism ceases to be a movement for the benefit 
of other Jews, and becomes a movement for the 
enrichment and significance of American Jewish 
life, it will grow in popularity and power. 


A Quiet Morning Hour 


Givat Brenner, Palestine 

ROSE later than usual—it was already ten minutes to 

six—and ran to open the shutters. It seems safer to 
keep them shut, even these warm summer nights, because of 
stray bullets. Sunshine and a mountain breeze from the far 
hills of Judaea poured in upon me. There, across the 
fields I saw a man approaching, in a blue shirt, one of our 
comrades; as he came nearer, I could distinguish the gun 
he was carrying; I longed to call to him, to ask him, 
“Watchman, what of the night?” But he passed by with- 
out coming near enough, and even if he had, I should have 
hesitated to delay him for an instant. 

I had overslept. The morning took revenge on the long 
unquiet nights. Overslept by twenty minutes, cheated of 
twenty minutes of dawn in the flower garden. As I 
splashed the tepid water in my face and eyes I remembered 
why I had overslept: Telephone rang just as I was dozing 
off, after eleven. One of the watchmen talked very loud, 
but just not loud enough for me to make out what he was 
saying at this end of the line. There, at the extremity of 
the long hall. Then doors banged. Then they talked very 
loud outside, but again I could not understand. After that, 
it seems to me I slept, with ever and again the steps of 
the watchman on the roof echoing through my head. Did 
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I dream a shot and then awake, or did a shot awaken me? 
Probably it really went off, very near, startling; it sounded 
like reality; but there was only one. One shot is nothing. 
I did go to sleep again and overslept. 

I took my flower basket and scissors and rustled into the 
silence. My shoes on the tiled floor of the long hall would 
crackle as I passed the seven closed doors of the sleepers. 
This hall is really an enclosed veranda, and on the other 
many-windowed side to the west no person was to be seen. 
Not even Esther, the gardener girl, to whom I longed to 
speak. Visible silence stretched from the house across the 
on garden, across the fields, the villages, the 
sand dunes to the line of blue mist where the sea should 
be. I cannot take in this scene; I never can. It is too 
broad, too varied, too covered with points that hold the 
eye, a clump of trees, a group of roofs, a long cloud-shadow 
across three fields of three colors—like a sea with many 
islands and no shade. But the silence and the pastel mist 
of distance unite all. The garden and the flowers absorb 
me; my tiredness, my sadness, my anxiety disappear like a 
mild musky fragrance in the air. These flowers slept or 
waked all night. They heard nothing; they do not feel 
the cutting scissors; for feeling is motion, and in them 
moves only the inward untouched happiness of being. In 
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me too. The healing touch of earth and its magic fragrant 
stars. 

“Shalom!” says the voice of Esther. I answer “Shalom!” 
—peace—without seeing her. From where came the voice 
of peace? There, behind the tiny Eucaranda tree, in her 
red kerchief and white sleeveless blouse and blue hip bloom- 
ers, she is turning on the circular spray that swishes into 
a whirlwind of noisy water. 

“Esther, what news? What did you hear in the Kvutza?” 

“Nothing. I spoke to no one, came straight to work. 
What was the Government report last night?” 

War. This is war. A state of war exists in the country. 
With a shrill note two crested larks minuette through the 


_ ait, talking broken melody as they light on the gailardias. 


War. Above the swishing water we hear another bird 
throb-throb, the motor of an airplane, a stylized meadow- 
lark coming quite low and friendly. I wonder what our 
garden and we look like to him, that Englishman, strapped 
in there. What does he think of this peaceful war? Fol- 
lowing his flight from southwest to northeast, we see some- 
one there on the east slope of the hill, an Arab silhouetted 
against the mountains of Judaea, walking round and round 
behind a scraggy mule, thrashing wheat. Near, on the 
slope away from our house, two minutes’ walk. On Jewish 
land. The owner, who employs Arabs, let them sow their 
wheat there last autumn, and reap there with scythes two 
weeks ago, and now thrash. While we worked our tractor 
and combine in the neighboring fields. Safe and friendly 
as the meadowlarks and the airplane. 

“What was the shot last night? Don't you know?” I 
asked Esther. 

“There are shots every night. From our side we heard 
a good many.” 

“Yes, but one. Loud. Close by,” I said. 

“If it was one, close by, it was fired by one of our own 
boys. Maybe a gun went off by mistake. Go down to the 
rose bed; there are several half open; cut them, for they'll 
only bloom out during the day. It is going to be hot.” 

“Till put them in Rahel’s room. She is a flower con- 
noisseur,” I called back. She was now digging the olean- 
ders, on the next lawn, but she stopped to call: 

“Have any new people come?” 

“No, no one dares to travel about for vacations. Be- 
sides, they have an idea it’s dangerous here because we are 
It really is noisy, for a Rest House.” 

And really, thought I, we have no room. What would 
the watchman do? Our Rest House at this season, in June, 
would normally be overfull of workers on vacation or after 
an illness, from the cities and from the villages and from 
the other co-operative labor groups. Now we have with us 
two of our own comrades after severe illnesses and two 
relatives of a comrades who do not want to be far away 
from him in dangerous times. But all our beds are occu- 
pied, all our folding beds, too. For the watchmen sleep 
here day and night, in shifts; the beds hardly ever get a 
rest or an airing. Now, in this lonely quiet morning hour, 
where are they all? The sunshine grows insistent, the 
shadows deepen, the difference between sun and shade is 
as the difference between two seasons. We have such small 
trees—though hundreds of them—that their shade barely 
reaches ones knees to cool ones feet. I have finished now, 
I carry my basket, piled high with brilliant froth of flowers, 
into the shade of the house, out of the sunshine that would 
melt them, and stand a moment to look at our big quiet 
world. Figures are moving afar among all our fields and 
groves. Down there in the new vegetable garden, they are 
harvesting cucumbers. Their blue blouses shine like corn- 
flowers on the sage-green ground. Last winter I picked 
wild flowers there. In the orange grove they are watering, 
both in the new and the old. Five long years the trees 
must be watered before they form this cool sweet roof of 
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green where the golden fruit will hang like lamps. How 
many more years must our tiny neat little shade trees grow 


. before they will give shade? Will they ever—? Across a 


long field that caves in between us and them, are grouped 
the white houses, the black barracks and among them the 
rows of papery tents that still make a camp of our village. 
On the square tower of our topmost house is an invisible 
watchman; he carries, invisibly, a strong field glass. So 
now the other watchmen can sleep. The fields can sleep 
The whole world can sleep now in the daytime. 

I carry into the house my basket full of fragrance and 
the smell of earth and air. As I enter, I realize how strong 
was the tang of sea smell in the breeze, how electric warm 
the heightening sunshine. The house is tepid, still. 

I enter the kitchen. There is Malka, just come to work. 
Now day is high, the clock says seven, the dishes clatter, 
Malka’s bright curls escape from under her white kerchief, 
her big, warm figure fills the room. She brings news, she 
has just come from the children’s houses where she has 
three of her own. 

“Did you hear, all the children have been moved this 
morning! They are going over into the brick houses and 
the comrades will move into the children’s houses for the 

resent.” 

“No!” I had not heard. “Why? What a mix up!” 

“The children’s houses are of cement blocks, they are 
pervious to shot, and the others are bullet proof. That is 
clear.” 

That is clear. What is not clear is how so many shots 
can be fired and so few take effect. Now one of the watch- 
men comes into the kitchen for a drink of water. He is 
red with sleep over his coat of sunburn, his eyes are narrow 
under a mass of uncombed black hair. He jumps into the 
conversation. 

“In fact there were less shots than usual last night. The 
night before last was a whopper. From over the other side 
of the tree-nursery they fired at us any number of times. 
At last I fired too—I was over there with Shlomo—in their 
direction but above their heads. As soon as I fired, they 
stopped.” 

“Do you always go in twos?” I asked. 

“Yes—to every vineyard and every orchard, everywhere.” 

“Have you got any telephone news or anything since 
last night's official report over the radio?” I longed to 
know. 

“I don’t think it’s news. Two thousand more trees burnt 
in the Balfour forest, any number of orange trees uprooted 
near Haifa, bombs, shots, incendiary fires here and there, 
crops and barns burnt up, nothing much. No new murders 
yesterday. Do you know, I sometimes get madder about 
the trees. To cheat this bare land of her few trees! Well, 
I think it’s better here than’ in the cities. In Jerusalem 
one can’t go to the post office without a military convoy.” 
He rubbed his eyes with his wrist. ‘Sam told me he was 
walking with a girl he knew in Jerusalem, and she picked 
up a couple of nails that had been scattered on the road 
to puncture cars. But she wasn’t able to straighten up again 
before she got a stone thrown right between her shoulders. 
Good aim. And no policeman in sight.” 

He turned to go back to the bed room. I asked: 

“What was that one shot right near, last night, and the 
telephone?” 

“False alarm. We saw a fire at the end of our land, 
a big blaze, so one of the boys fired to call us together, 
also called up the police. But it turned out to be only some 
rubbish that had been burnt up in the tree nursery, and 
caught fire again. A very quiet night. But now I want to 
sleep.” 

When he was gone, I said to Malka. “Every night they 
risk their lives, and so few shots hit!” 

“In Rammat Hakovesh, in the Kvutza’s children’s house, 
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you know bullets came into the house and into other houses, 
and no one was hit. After all, with all the fright and fuss, 
not so many people have been killed. It is a wonder. 
Who knows what to expect!” 

I went to arrange the flowers—in vases. Life must go 
on—life—not our life—men, women, children and work 
together. Trees planted and fields sown. Watchmen on 
the roof and watchmen in dark fields at night where people 
shoot. Guns made to pierce human bodies. A gun stand- 
ing in the corner of the watchmen’s room. He shot above 
their heads. 

We must defend ourselves against those with whom we 
would live at peace. Until understanding comes, we must 
shoot the madman who breaks into our nursery. Ghandi 
murdered thousands of persons whom he sent to practice 
passive resistance. Why should any human being be sent 
te his death by another? If only we can see human phen- 
onmena as we do other natural events! If we never hate, 


Presenting Eretz 


i many respects, Palestine today resembles a country at 
war. Ten thousand British troops have been detailed to 
patrol the cities and outlying centers of unrest. These 
government forces are augmented by 1300 Jews recently 
enrolled by the authorities as ghaffirs (supernumery po- 
lice) after Jews insisted on their right to protect them- 
selves against attack before the military arrive in danger 
zones, Barbed wire is strung along the winding alleys of 
the old city of Jerusalem. Outside police stations and post 
offices, bulletin boards prominently display notices that the 
tear gas used by soldiers to disperse disorderly crowds is 
not lethal. At any moment, radio programs may be sus- 
pended to facilitate military wireless communications. 
Stringent curfew laws in Jerusalem make social life difficult 
and in Tel Aviv a floating population of 6,000 refugees 
from Jaffa, temporarily housed in 37 rude shelters, are liv- 
ing witnesses to the disruption of normal life. Sleep in al- 
most any part of the coutnry is likely to be punctured by 
the sound of shots. These abnormal conditions have, in- 
deed, lasted so long that the population already takes them 
for granted. 

When will this anti-Jewish siege cease? Davar (the 
labor daily) sardonically gauges the temper of the Yishuv 
(Jewish settlement) by answering: “Not until the strength 
of the enemy is broken. Not until Jewish numbers become 
so large that enemies will realize all attacks are vain. Not 
until the most brazen extremist in the Arab camp compre- 
hends that none of his efforts can really destroy Jewry in 
its homeland and that the Arab therefore must make peace 
with the Jew.” 

The Yishuv, determined to win out, bends backward in 
order not to be too optimistic. But the facts are more 
hopeful than the Davar editorial implies. The likelihood 
of Arab terrorism holding out much longer against British 
forces is rather slim. For after considetable delay, the 
Government has inaugurated firmer measures to suppress 
murder and incendiarism. Police investigate disturbances 
more promptly and search for hidden ammunition more 
thoroughly. Penalties against snipers have become more 
severe; military escorts regularly accompany all trucks; and 
aircraft is now used to dislodge nests of brigands lying in 
ambush. The almost daily battles between the military and 
the snipers cause numerous casualties which cool terrorist 
ardor. What is even more important in the long run, the 
cleavage between the intransigent Arab nationalist and the 
Arab population deepens from day to day. At the out- 
break of the disorders, wealthy Arabs were squeezed under 
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we shall never kill except under the immediate pressure of 
self defense, to save a life, this life hereof this person! 
But I saw some of our young boys look proud handling 
a gun. They that have learnt to dig so well! ! 


I look out of my window to the hills of Judaea. Morn- 
ing is high. The mists and shadows have faded into 
brighter planes, pastel colors, field against field and the 
mauve curtain of the mountains fringed with little curves, 
Brown Arab villages and white Jewish villages very quiet 
between the fields. Water towers like church steeples. 
And close by, in the nearest field, the Arab silhouetted 
walking round and round with his scraggy mule, threshing 
wheat, 


So quiet he is, so slowly, gravely he walks. He is not 
afraid, he need not fear. Our watchmen, the watchmen 
of Israel, are guarding his harvest field. 

June 11, 1936 - 
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threat of death but now the poverty-stricken laborer serves. 
as the chief victim. If he dares openly defy orders imposed 
by the Strike Committee, he is in no little danger of follow- 
ing the fellah at Ekron whose corpse was discovered on the 
morning of June 23 at the bottom of a well. 

Persistent brigandage, like setting crops afire and shoot- 
ing at automobiles, is beginning to corrode the moral fibre 
of Arab youth. This collapse of all moral standards led 
to a despicable occurrence a few weeks ago in Petah Tikva. 
An Arab entered an orange grove at Petah Tikva (where 
Jews still employ many fellaheen) and asked a Jewish work- 
er, Reinhold by name, for permission to take a drink from 
the spigot. The Arab drank his filll and then, as he was 
walking off, repaid the hospitality by firing four shots at 
Reinhold. . Luckily the latter retained sufficient presence of 
mind to throw himself on the ground behind a tree and 
thus saved his life. But this form of treacherous murder, 
which belies ali vaunted traditional Arab mores, is horrify- 
ing many Arabs as well as Jews. 

Signs of destructive mania are now evidencing themselyes 
among the Arab terrorists. Not only Arab workmen at 
odds with the Strike Committee but perfectly innocent Arab 
citizens are becoming victims of violence — as happened 
when one agitator in Haifa hurled a bomb at four of his co- 
religionists who rode past in an auto. Fortunately, the motor- 
ists escaped injury. But one Diab, an Arab engineer on the 
regular mail train, was not so lucky. At midnight on 
June 25 he piloted out of Haifa a train bearing some Arab 
officials of the line. When they arrived near the village 
of Jins (situated twelve miles from Jaffa) at three in the 
morning, bullets riddled the carirages from both sides of 
the track. Diab sped forward onto a bridge twenty yards 
ahead, only to find the rails ripped up. Without more 
warning the locomotive dropped into the gulley beneath, 
carrying engineer Diab and an English soldier riding with 
him to instant death and causing the mortal scalding of 
an Arab fireman working in the tender. Such outrages are 
beginning to shock the Arab population. 

In order to keep up the terrorism, Arab nationalists try 
to dupe the masses into the belief that if they but persevere 
a week or so longer the victory will be won. Rumors 
of the fact that on July 14 the High Commissioner handed 
over to the Jewish Agency 2,000 immigration certificates 
(the last batch of the current schedule) percolate among 
followers of the terrorist group. They already know how 
untrue were high-sounding promises that Moslem monarchs 
were ready to come to the aid of Arab nationalists. And’ 
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it is quite as obvious to all that the British Mandatory now 
exerts stronger effort to suppress the uprisings, and will 
do so before very long. Hence the killings, stoppage of 
normal business activities, and self-imposed hardships seem 
more and more fruitless to them . No wonder that in 
many places Arabs are openly rebelling against terrorist 
leaders by reopening shops and returning to work. 

Jewish leaders believe that the real danger lies not merely 
in the continuation of terrorism, which will eventually cease. 
There looms the greater menace that the British Govern- 
ment, which refuses to submit to Arab demands so long 
as the country continues in a state of disorder, may grant 
concessions once Palestine is pacified. From the standpoint 
of the Yishuv, such compliance to Arab nationalists would 
be tantamount to a demand that Jews commit hari-kari. 
For any compromise of limiting immigration on political 
rather than economic grounds means reducing the Jew in 
his world-recognized National Home to the degrading sta- 
tus of Jews in Germany, Poland or Roumania. Already 
Arab nationalists are clamoring not only for stoppage of 
immigration but that the Jewsih population be lowered to 
30% of its present numbers. The Yishuv therefore con- 
sidets the battle on the political front in London even more 
important than the government attempts to re-etsablish nor- 
mal conditions in Palestine. 

Determined to face all eventualities courageously, the 
Yishuv is now busily engaged in consolidating its position. 
Its remarkable powers of self-restraint and heroism in the 
face of danger are accompanied by a series of activities cal- 
culated to reenforce weak spots in its economic structure. 
The district bordering on the Sea of Galillee, in the north- 
eastern section of the country, may be taken as a typical 
example. Settled in the 90's by individual farmers with 
means provided by Baron Rothschild, the colonies of 
Kfar Tabor, Yavneel, Beth Gan and Mitzpa aulti- 
vated wheat, corn and grapes. Though the settlers man- 
aged to live on their land, the villages as a whole did not 
prosper, Since in those days Jewish farming was based 
on cheap Arab labor, the sons and daughters of the farmers 
considered field work fit only for drudges. Hence, the 
young people abandoned the farms to the care of their 
fathers, and drifted to the more flourishing cities. Due 
to this desertion, the regional settlers took on more fellaheen 
to work the land. Thus for many years, while halutzim 
were laboriously creating new centers of Jewish life nearby 
in the Emek, Arabs in Galillee earned their livelihood on 
Jewish farms. But the situation changed when fellaheen 
of Galillee turned on their employers, sniping them during 
the day and burning their crops at night. As Jewish farm- 
ers reaped their charred straw, the very Arabs once in their 
employ looked on and laughed. Under the pressure of 
these altered conditions, the old colonists of Galillee are 
now vociferating. ‘Fresh blood to Galillee’” And their 
cry opens up anew possibilities for a repopulation of vil- 
lages, intensification of settlement, and a redemption of 
land. 

The desperate call from Galillee for young men and 
women marks but one point in a complex program of 
economic mobilization. Tnuva (Histadrut Dairy Cooper- 
ative) is building a modern dairy in Kingsway, Haifa, and 
the Atta Textile Works near the same city is opening new 
departments of bleaching and dyeing. In the Haifa bay 
area, the Kremener Iron Works, which employs two shifts 
of workmen and produces bathtubs and cast-iron pipings, 
announces a considerable expansion and improvement of 
its business. In addition, the Jewish community, thrown 
back on its own resources, makes larger demands on Jewish 
farm products. This expansion of the Jewish farmer's 
home market promises more extensive development in the 
crop-raising and vegetable industry. 


JEWwIsH FRONTIER 


The mood of solidarity now ading the Yishuv shows 
itself above all in the spread of the Shmira (sentinel duty) 
movement. Though Jews refrained from replying in kind 
to Arab sniping, incendiarism and killings, they have be- 
come actively alert to the necessity of defending their lives 
and homes from attack. Until the Arab population appre- 
ciates the true significance of Zionism, Jewish youth 
knows that it will have to physically safeguard Jew- 
ish achievement in the country. It does not want 
to fight; it is set om protecting what already has 
been accomplished. Hence in the settlements and on farms, 
young Jews stand guard at night. Some of the sentinels 
are recent immigrants whose inexperience puts them at a 
disadvantage. For their benefit, Davar publishes an article on 
sentinel technique, written by an older settler who mounted 
guard in the days of primitive Turkish rule when ploughing 
had to be done pistol in hand. (According to the primitive 
custom then prevailing, no man was entitled to use his 
land unless he could defend it with a gun). Among the 
twenty fundamentals in the art of guarding listed, four 
seem salient: The guard at all times must remain silent 
and invisible; must learn to distinguish between normal 
night sounds and the pitpat of slinking marauders; must 
creep on all fours to any suspicious spot; and must fall 
motionless on his stomach when fired upon. 

Shmira has thus once more become an essential in the 
training of pioneers. Even young adolescents identify them- 
selves with this new-old necessity. Boy Scouts, ranging 
from eleven to fifteen years of age, guard the threshing floor 
of Binyamina where Jewish farmers persist in employing 
Arab workers despite Arab threshers who have tried to 
set the place on fire. The duty of the boys is to report 
any further attempts at incendiarism. Though exposed to 
no danger in this assignment, they take their job very 
seriously. In one of the farms, a reflective lad, while stand- 
ing at his post, asked the Scout-master with some bitterness: 
“Why should we guard a place which furnishes a liveli- 
hood to Arabs who are suspected of planning to set it on 
fire?” When this pertinent question was discussed at a 
camp council, the boys came to the following conclusion: 
“We guard this threshing floor not to protect the property 
of wealthy Jewish farmers who exploit Arabs but in order 
to demonstrate a sense of responsibility for all econimic re- 
sources in Eretz Israel.” 

Unmistakably, Zionism in Palestine is not to be balked. 
Its undaunted attitude among young and old reveals itself 
not only in the spreading of the Shmira ideology, the re- 
settlement work in Galillee, the new port activities in Tel 
Aviv, but also in vigorous expression of sentiment in the 
presence of their dead. Funeral orations held before the 
body of murdered Hayim Gabitsky, included one by Com- 
rade Ben Zvi who said: “The Arab murderers began with 
assault on the public highways, uprooting of trees, and burn- 
ing of crops. Attacks on small communities followed. 
Now they strike at children’s homes, fire upon Jews after 
asking them for a drink of water, and desecrate graveyards. 
And they call those acts a ‘war of liberatiqn’. In truth it 
is the victim lying before us who is fighting the war of 
liberation, for his own people, for the Arab masses, and 
for all humanity.” At the same burial, Isaac Gruenbaum 
(member of the Jewish Agency, former Jewish deputy of 
the Polish Parliament, and a resident in Palestine for the 
past few years) declared movingly: “I am here in the name 
of the Jewish Agency to take leave of this new victim. 
But I wish to take leave in the name of the Jewish diaspora. 
The fallen in Eretz Israel who wish to return to their 
homeland. In every country in the world enemies fight 
against us and everywhere we have our martyrs. But those 
who fall here do not die in vain, for here, and here only, 
they are establishing freedom and a native country for their 


people.” 
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LEAGUE NOTES 


A YEARLY SEMINAR 


6 gens second annual camp Seminar under the joint spon- 

sorship of the Hechalutz Organization and The League 
for Labor Palestine was held at the recently acquired 
Hechalutz farm in Cream Ridge, New Jersey, from July 
3rd to the 20th. 

The farm, situated twelve miles from Hightstown, New 
Jersey, extends some 140 acres of land of which a hundred 
are fertile soil and the balance forest and pasture. It has a 
large farm dwelling where halutzim will be housed as soon 
as the crops on the old farm in Freehold, now leased as 
training quarters, are harvested and disposed of. In addi- 
tion to the farm house there is a two-story dormitory 
originally designed as a summer hotel. In this dormitory 
about 75 persons were accommodated during the period of 
the Seminar. 

Because attendance at the Seminar exceeded the number 
which could be accommodated in the main dormitory, a 
large casino, partitioned into further dormitories was used 
to accommodate week-enders. These resources swelled the 
number of guests attending the Seminar to two hundred. 
A spacious lawn with shade trees and a swimming pool 
added beauty to the farm and comfort to the students. 

The summer camp Seminars are recognized by the Hecha- 
lutz Organization and the League for Labor Palestine as 
a very important institution. An ambitious program was 
planned at the start and was carried out successfully with 
the cooperation of outstanding lecturers and authorities in 
various fields, 

The course of lectures given were as follows: 

History of the Jews by J. Rivkin (Jewish Theological 
Seminary) ; Palestine Climate and Geography by R. Mar- 
golin; Trees and People in Palestine by Saul Raskin; 
Sociology of the Jewish People by Dr. U. Z. Engleman; 
British Politics in the Near East by Dr. Enzo Seteni; 
Jewish Folklore by A. Litvin; Labor Movement in America 
by Professor S. Perlman (University of Wisconsin) ; Nazi 
Distortions of Jews History by Dr. Myers; Hebrew and 
Jewish Literature by Hillel Bavli; Arab and Moslem Culture 
by Dr. A. S. Halkin (Columbia University) ; Situation of 
the Jews in Poland by Abraham G. Dukor; Labor in Pales- 
tine by Zalman Rubashow; Industrial Unionism by Joseph 
Schlossberg; Palestinian Art by Elias Newmann; Folk Songs 
in Eretz Israel by Osnath Halevi; Present Day Situation 
in Palestine by Shulamith Schwartz.. 

In addition, instruction in Hebrew was given daily by 
such guests of the seminar as were professional Hebrew 
teachers. 

The Seminar was conducted on a co-operative basis. 
There were no paid employees. Each guest was assigned 
to a specific duty, such as kitchen duty, waiter service, 
keeping the grounds clean, etc. On these basic co-operative 
lines Jewish youth of various classes and opinions were 

brought together for a co-operative solution of their prob- 
lems. The Seminar as a planned vacation with the advan- 
tages of first-rate cultural activities and set in a healthy 
environment, must in the future reach larger numbers of 
Jewish youth. 
A. CHANIN 


FAREWELL FOR GOLDIE MYERSON 


Despite the heat, several hundred people came to bid 
Goldie Myerson farewell. The gathering at the Hotel 
Pennsylvania, on Wedneesday evening, July 16, was a 
hearty one. Joseph Schlossberg presided. The gathering 
was addressed by Zalman Rubashow, Dr. Enzo Sereni, 
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Alexander Kahn, A. H. Friedland, Isaac Hamlin, Pinchas 
Cruso, and Rose Stoloff. The speakers evaluated Goldie’s 
valuable and constructive contribution to the Socialist Zion- 
ist movement in America. They spoke at length about the 
present situation in Palestine. 

Zalman Rubashow pointed out how necessary and res- 
ponsible will be the role of American Jewry in exerting 
pressure on the English government to invalidate the con- 
templated decree to stop or limit Jewish immigration to 
Palestine. 

Goldie Myerson traced the development of American 
Zionism, stressing the fact that American Zionists now have 
a much clearer conception of Palestine upbuilding and are 
much seriously concerned with it. In 1929, the Palestine 
Yishuv feared that the riots would frighten off American 
Jewry. But in the present crisis, they know that American 
Jewry understands the meaning of Palestine for world 
Jewry and will therefore react powerfully and emphatically 
in order to save the last ray of hope for Jewry. Goldie 
sailed for Palestine, Thursday evening, July 16th. 


SUMMER LEAGUE ACTIVITIES 


At the Chicago League Chapter’s Seminar on August 8, 
9, 10, the following series of discussions will be covered 
in three sessions: The Status of the Jew in Russia by Judah 
Pilch; Western Europe by Dr. Reuben Hurwitz; America 
by Meyer Halunshka; Palestine—A Solution? by Harty J. 
Ruskin and Arthur J. Goldberg; The Histadrut by Dr. 
Enzo Sereni, and a general discussion on Why a League 
for Labor Palestine. The chairmen for the three sessions, 
respectively, will be Herman Lebeson, Mrs. W. J. Bor- 
kovitz and Benjamin R. Harris... . A new chapter organ- 
iped in City Terrace, Los Angeles, California with 40 
prospective members by September 15th. The secretary of 
this chapter writes: “Our chief purpose is to attract men 
and women of our community, who have yet failed to be- 
long to any Jewish organization. It is our belief that such 
a membership would make good timber to build up a solid 
organization.” 
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WHEN you talk about 
Palestine and Jewish af- 
fairs with friends and 
foes, remember that Jew- 
ish Frontier comes out 
each month with a com- 
plete survey of the latest 
events which concern 
you and arouse you. 


PASS your copy of Jewish 
Frontier to a potential friend 
of Zionism. 
OR buy an extra copy avail- 
able on all newsstands. 
OR drop us a postcard with 
the names of those you think 
will want to read the whole 
truth about Palestine. 
Thank you, 
The Editors 




















PROCLAMATION | 


Fellow Jews:— 

Boundless confidence in the unshakable foundation of the Jewish National Home has been the 
response of Jews everywhere to the acts of wanton destruction which took place in Palestine. With spirit 
undaunted, we must go on with our work of reconstruction although the need for defense and vigilance has 
not yet passed. 

Afraid to meet the strength of the Yishub in open encounter, the cowardly marauders hide under 
the cover of darkness to attack the inanimate expression of Jewish achievement—trees, man's best friends 
in a country where the sun reigns supreme for the major part of the year. 

Scores of thousands of trees, principally in the forests of Keren Kayemeth at Mishmar Ha‘emek 
and at Ginegar, where woods were planted and had been flourishing in tribute to the memory of Theodor 
Herzl, Lord Balfour and George Washington, have gone up in flames or fallen under the axe. . . . Trees 
that were put into the rejuvenated soil to cover the denuded hills with verdure, to absorb moisture, to im- 
prove the climate, to restore to the landscape its former fertility and beauty, and to provide shade for 
rest and recreation to the men, women and children who seek, with unmatched devotion and endless toil, 
to create a Home for a homeless and persecuted people. 


SHALL THE VANDALS BE PERMITTED TO HAVE THE LAST WORD? 

NO! was the immediate and determined resolve of Palestine Jewry. With the end of the disturb- 
ances not yet in sight, our pioneers vowed to remember, "the souls of the blazing forests and the agonies 
of the uprooted trees". They pledged themselves to spare no effort or sacrifice to replace by myriads “each 
burned sheaf and to plant a thousand for each uprooted tree". 

The challenge thrown by the forces of destruction has been answered with a courageous call to 
defense through reconstruction. The Jerusalem headquarters of the Keren Kayemeth (Jewish National 
Fund) has issued an urgent appeal to Jews throughout the world to emulate the example of the Yishub by 
immediately raising a Fund for the planting of 100,000 new trees in place of those wantonly destroyed. 


AMERICAN ZIONISTS TAKE UP CHALLENGE 


Shall the tree-murderers be permitted to have the last word? NO was the determined and enthusi- 
astic response of the delegates who attended the 39th annual convention of the Zionist Organization of 
America, at Providence, Rhode Island. Amid scenes of heart-rending grief over the acts of destruction, 
in exalted rededication to the purposes of the Jewish National Fund, the Convention unanimously resolved: 

"AS AN EXPRESSION OF OUR DETERMINED WILL TO PROCEED WITH THE UPBUILDING 
OF ERETZ ISRAEL AND AS A TOKEN OF OUR UNDYING LOVE FOR ITS SACRED SOIL, TO 
PROCLAIM A NATION-WIDE ACTION, TO BE STARTED FORTHWITH, IN ORDER TO ENABLE 
THE JEWISH NATIONAL FUND TO PLANT ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND NEW TREES IN 
PLACE OF THOSE WANTONLY DESTROYED." 


This was not just another resolution. Within the brief space of fifteen minutes, the Tree planting 
Campaign of the Jewish National Fund was launched with subscriptions for more than 25,000 trees. 


FELLOW JEWS: WHAT WILL YOUR ANSWER BE? 


The Jewish National Fund addresses itself to each one of you with this question: What will your 
answer be to this challenge? Are you willing to permit the tree murderers to have the last word in Eretz 
Israel? Are you willing to permit the gloom of desolation to again hover over Eretz Israel's landscape? 
Surely, we cannot permit any uprooted or charred tree to be left without its successor. Surely, wounds 
inflicted upon the Yishub must be healed by the balm of new plantings. 

In the face of this emergency it becomes the sacred duty of every Jew to plant at least one new 
tree for every murdered tree in Eretz Israel. In a moment like this the urgent obligation rests upon every 
Jewish group, society, congregation, or organization without waiting for the resumption of activities in the 
fall, to take an active part in this Tree Planting Campaign. The planting of one tree costs but $1.50. Whe- 
ther you are in the city or on a farm, at the seashore or in the mountains—'Remember the soul of the 
blazing forests and the agony of the murdered trees!" Contribute and persuade your friends to do like- 
wise. Help to bring the campaign for 100,000 new trees to a successful conclusion. 

Let the dictum of the Prophet (Isaiah 9:9) become our aim and slogan: "Sycamores have been cut 
down but we shall plant cedars in their placel" 


The tree murderers shall not have the last word! | — Volunteer Worker’s Card, TREE PLANTING CAMPAIGN, J.N-F. 


JEWISH NATIONAL FUND OF fies 111 Fifth Avenue, New York City 


I hereby enroll as a worker in the Tree Planting Campaign. 


J Teor & : Kindly send me * Receipt Books and campaign literature. 


PRESIDENT 
July 16, 1936. | *Each receipt book covers 10 trees at $1.50 per tree. 
FILL IN AND MAIL THIS BLANK NOW. 
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